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the leader of the free world for the
past 5 years, the President wears many
different hats and is many different
things to many different people. But a
Contra?

Mr. Speaker, the President enjoys
great popularity in his country and is
loved and revered by many, respected
and admired by most. The Contras do
not enjoy great popularity in their
country, are loved and respected by
very few and are revered by almost no
one.

The President was elected twice by
the people of his country to serve with
a solid foundation of electoral and
popular support. His legitimate claim
to his office is questioned by no one.
The Contras are the creation of the
Central Intelligence Agency led by
people whose democratic allegiance is
highly suspect and whose legitimacy is
questioned by every nation in the
Western Hemisphere save those bas-
tions of democracy and freedom, Para-
guay and Chile.

The President certainly does not
engage In the systematic brutalization
of his fellow countrymen and abduct,
torture, maim, disfigure, and finally
murder innocent men, women, and
children. The Contras terrorize the
citizens of Nicaragua and kidnap fami-
Hes, slash off their limbs, gouge out
their eyes, cut off their genitals, and
finally slit their throats.

No, Mr. Speaker, the President of
the United States is not a Contra. The
people of this Nation would not con-
tinue to support him if he was.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Hallen, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate agrees to the
report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the
Sepate to the joint resolution (H.J.
Res. 534) “Joint resolution making an
urgent supplemental appropriation for
the Department of Agriculture for the
iisacgl year ending September 30,

988.”

The message also announced that
the Senate agrees to the amendment
of the House to the amendment of the
Sem;te numbered 1 with an amend-
ment.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid

before the House the following com-
munication from the Clerk of the
House of Representatives:
WASHINGTON, DC,
March 17, 1986.

Hon. THomas P, O’NEILL, Jr.,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

Dear. MR. SpEAKER: Pursuant to the per-

miggion granted in Clause 5, Rule IIT of the

Rules of the U.8. House of Representatives,
I have the honor to transmit sealed enve-
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lopes received from the White House at 4:45
p.m. on Monday, March 17, 1986 as follows:
(1) Sald to contain the fourth annual
report on Alaska's mingral resources; and
(2) 8said tor contain a report on actions
taken with respect to the national emergen-
cy on South Afrtea.
With kind regards, I am,
Sincerely,
: BrriamaN J. GUTHRIE,
Clerk, House of Representatives,

FOURTH - ANNUAL REPORT ON
ALASKA’S MINERAL RE-
SOURCES—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES .

The SPEAKER p# tempore laid
before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United
States which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, with-
out objection, referred to the Commit-
tee on Interior gpud Insular Affairs:

(For message, proceedings of the

: Senate of today, March 18, 1986.)

REPORT ON ACTIONS TAKEN
WITH RESPECT TO DECLARA-
TION OF NATIONAL EMERGEN-
CY IN SOUTH AFRICA—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES (H.
DOC. NO. 99-183). .

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid
before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United
States which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, with-
out objection, referred to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to
be printed:

{For message, see proceedings of the
Senate of today, March 18, 1986.)

DEFICIT REDUCTION
ANMENDMENTS OF 1985

Mrs. MARTIN of Nlinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I offer a privileged motion.

The SPEAKER pro. tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mrs. MARTIN of Ilinois moves to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill, H.R. 3128,
with the Senate amendment to the House
amendment to the 8enate amendment to
the House amendment to the Benate
amendment thereto, and to concur in the
Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment to the House amendment to the
Senate amendment to the House
amendment to the Senate amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the said amendment, insert:

In section 4018, insert “‘or seasonal sus-
pension™ after “adjustment in frequency”;
and insert “adjustment or” dfter “service
unless such”.

In subparagraph (F)(1i) of paragraph (10)
of section 204(b) of the Magnuson Fishery
Conservation and Management Act, as pro-
posed to be amended by section 6021, sirtke
out “from such nations”, o
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In title VI, strike out subtitle D and redcs-
ignate sublitles E, F, G, H, I, and J as subli-
ties D, K, F, G, H, and I, respectively.

In subsection (b)(2)(B) of section 315 of
the Coastal Zone Management Act, as pro-
posed to be amended by seclion 6044, strike
out “environmental” and insert “environ-
ment”, .

In section 34 of the Nalional Ocean Pollu-
tion Planning Act of 1978, as proposed to be
added by section 6072(2)—~

(1) amend subparagraph (B} of subsection
(@/12) to read as follows:

“‘{B) be headed by a director who shall—

“ri} be appointed by the Administrator,

“‘(i1) serve as the Chair of the Board, and

““fii1) be the spokesperson for the pro-

. gram;”;

(2) insert a quotation mark and a period
aster the period at the end of subparagraph
(D) of subsection (b)(2); and

(3) strike out paragraph (3) af subscction
/.

In section 6085—

(1) insert “and duties” after ‘functions”
in the long litle of the Act of August 6, 1947
cited in such section; and

(2) strike out ‘“‘or subdivision thereaf”
and insert “‘or subdivision thereaf’” in
paragraph (2).

In title VIII, sirike out the heading for
subtitle A. N

In section 8001, strike out “subtitle” and
{nsert in lieu thereaf “tille”, :

In section 8(g) af the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act, as proposed Lo be amended
by section 8003, strike out paragraph (2)
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“(2) Notwithstanding any other provision
of this Act, the Secretary shall deposit into a
separate account in the Treasury of the
United Stales all bonuses, rents, and royal-
ties, and other revenues (derived from any
«bidding system authorized under subsection
ta)(1)), excluding Federal income and wind-
Jall profits taxes, and derived from any lease
issued after September 18, 1978 of any Feder-
al tract which lies wholly (or, in the case of
Alaska, partially until seven years from the
date of settlement of any boundary dispute
that is the subject of an agrecment under
section 7 of this Act entered into prior fo
January 1, 1986 or until April 15, 1893 with
respect to any other tract) within three nau-
tical miles of the seaward boundary of any
coastal Stale, or, (except as provided above

. Jor Alaska) in the case where a Federal tract

lies partialy within three nautical miles of
the seaward boundary, a percentage of bo-
nuses, rents, royalties, and other revenues
(derived from any bidding system author-
ized under subsection (aJ(1)), excluding Fed-
eral income and windsfell profits taxes, und
derived from any lease issued after Seplem-
ber 18, 1978 of such tract equal to the per-
centage of surface acreage of the (ract that
lies within such three nautical miles. Except
as provided in paragraph (5) of this subsec-
tion, not later than the last business day of
the month following the month in which
those revenues are deposited in the Treas-
ury, the Secretary shall transmit to such
coastal State 27 percent of those revenues,
together with all accrued interest thereon.
The remaining balance of such revenues
shall be transmitted simultaneously to the
miscellaneous receipts account af the Treas-
ury of the United States.”.

In section 8(9)(5) af the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act, as proposed to be amended
by section 8003, strike out subparagraph (A)
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“(5)(A) When there is @ boundary dispule
between the United States and a State which
is subject to an agreement under section 7 ¢f
this Act, the Secretary shall credit to the ac-
count established pursuant to such agree-
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ment all bonuses, rents, and royalties, and
other revenues (derived from any bidding
system authorized under subsection (a)(1)),
excluding Federal income and windfall prof-
ils taxes, and derived from any lease 1ssued
after September 18, 1978 of any Federal tract
which lies wholly or partially within three
nautical miles of the seaward boundary as-
serted by the State, if that money has not
otherwise been deposited in such account
Proceeds of such account shall be distribut-
ed as follows:

“Upon the settlement of any bonndary dis-
pute which is subject to a seetion 7 agree-
ment between the Uniled States and a State,
the Secretary shall pay to such State all
monies due such Stade from amounts depos-
ited in the escrow aocounl If there is insu/-
ficient money deposited in the escrow ac-
count, the Secretary shall transmit, from
any reverues derived from any lease of Fed-
eral lands under this Act, the remaining bal-
ance dxe such Siaje tn accordance with the
Jormula set forth in section 8004(b)(1)(B) of
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Aet
Amendments af 1985.".

Strike out section 8064 and insert in lieu
thereof the following
“SEC. 8884. DISTRIBUTION OF SECTION 8(g) ACCOUNT.

“fa) Prior to April 15, 1986, the Secretary
shall distribute to the designated coastal
States the sum of—

“41) the amounts due and payable o each
State under paragraph (2) of section 8(g) of
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, as
amended by this title, for the period between
October 1, 1985, and the date of such distri-
bution, and

“(2) the amounis due each such State
under subsection (b)(1)(A) of this section for
the period prior to October 1, 1985.

“(b)(1) As a fair and equitable disposition
of all revenues (including interest thereon)
derived from any lease of Federal lands
wholy or partially within 3 miles of the sea-
ward boundary of a ceastal State prior to
October 1, 1985 the Secretary shall distrib-
ute:

“(A) from the funds which were deposited
in the separute account in the Treasury of
the United States wnder section 8giid) af
the Outer Continental Shelf Landa Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(9)(4)) which was in effect prior
to the date of enactment of section 8003 of

this title the following sums.

2 million)
Louisiana 572
Texas 382
California.. 338
Alabama 66
Alaska..... 51
Mississippi 14
Florida 0.03

as well as 27 percent of the ropalties, derived
Jrom any lease of Federal lands, which have
been deposited through September 30, 1985,
in the separate account described in this
paragraph and interest thereon accrued
through September 30, 1885 and shall trans-
mit any remaining amounts to the miscella-
neous receipls account of the Treasury aof the
Uniled States; and

“(BJ from revenues derived from eny lease
af Federal lands under the Outer Continen-
tal Shelf Lands Act, as amended, prior to
April 15 of each of the fifteen fiscal years fol-
lowing the fiscal year in wRich this title is
enacted, 3 percent aof the following sums in
each of the five fiscal years following the
date of enactment of this Act, 7 percent of
such sums in each aof the next five fiscal
vears, and 10 percent of such sums in each
of the following five fiscal years:

($ million)
Loutsiana
Texas 134
CalifOrniQ.....cnavereererercvrsnsersserensenenn 288
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Alabama......overvsrosvosessevnnrernsencrsseranae 7
Alaska. 134
Mississippi 2.

“2) The acceptance of any payment by a
State under this section shall satisfy and re-
lease any and all claims of such State
against the United Stales arising under, or
related to, section 8(g) of the Quter Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act, as it was in effect
prior to the date of enactment of this Act
and shall vest in such State the right to re-
ceive payments as set forth in this section.”.

Strike out section 8006.

Strike out subtitles B and C of title VIII

In subtitle A of title IX, strike out sections
9203, 9212, 9302, 9311, and 9312, and con-
Jorm the table of contents of lille IX accord-
ingly.

In section 9101~

(1) in subsection (a), sirike out “FEBRUARY
28" and “February 28 and ingsert in lieu
thereof “APRIL 30" and “April .!0" respec-
tively,

(2) in gubsections (b), (e}(1)(B), (e)(2)(B),
(e)(2)(C?, and (e/3)(C), strike out ““I per-
cent”™ and insert in lieu thereof 4 percent’

(37 tn subsection (d), strike out “December
19, 1985 and insert in lieu thereof “March
15, 1986"; _

(4) in subsection (e)M1)(A), strike out
“March” and insert in lieu thereof “May’’;

(5) in subsection (e)(2)(B), strike out 5
months” and “7 months” and tnsert in lieu
thereof “7 moniks™ and “5 months”, respec-
tively, and

(6) in subsection (e)(3)(B), strike out “V,"
and insert in lew thereof “%.".

In section 9102(c)— '

(1) strike owd 5 months” in paragraph
(2)(B)(i) and tnsert in lieu thereof “7
months”,

(2) strike owt “7 months” in paragraph
(2)(B)(il) and 1insert in lieu thereof ‘S
months”,

(3) strike out “March” im paragraph (3)
and imert in liey thereof “May”, and

(4) add ai the end thereof the fallowing:

“(4) EXCEPTION.—

“(A) Notwithstanding any other provision
of this subsection, the amendments made by
this section shall nol apply to payments
with respect to the operuting costs of inpa-
tient hospital serpices (as defined in section

18861a)(4) of the Soctal Security Act) of a-

subsection (d) hespital (as defined in sec-
tion 1886(d/IIMB) of such Act) locuted in
the State of Oregon.

“(B) Notwithstanding any other pro‘nision
of law, for a eost reporting period beginning
during flecal pear 1586 of a subeection (d)
hospital to which the amendments made by
this section do not apply, for purposes of
section 18861d)(1)(A) of the Social Security
Act—

“(i) during the first 7 months of the period
the ‘target percentage’ is 50 percent and-the
‘DRG percentage’ is 50 percent, and

“(11) during the remaining 5 months of the
period the ‘target percentage’ is 26 percent
and the ‘DRG percentage’ is 75 percent.

“(C) Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, for purposes of section 1886(d)(1)(D)
of such Act, the applicable combined adjust-
ed DRG prospective payment rate for a sub-
sectton (d) hospital to which the amend-
ments made by this section do not apply is,

- Jor discharges occurring on or after October

1, 1985, and before May 1, 1986, a combined
rate consisting of 25 percent af the national
adjusted DRG prospective payment rate and
75 percent of the regional edjusted DRG pro-
spectlive payment rate for such discharpes.”.

In section 8103, in subsections (a) and
(b)(2), strike out “March” and insert in lieu
thereof “May” each place it appears.

In section 9104, in subsections (a) and
fc)(1), strike out “March” and insert in lieu
thereof “May” each placs it appears.
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In seclion 8105, in subsections (a) and (e)
strike out “March” and insert in licu thereof
“May” each place it appears.

In section 9123(b), strike out “January”
and insert in lieu thereof “April’.

In section 9124(b)(1), sirike out “April”
and insert in lieu thereaf “July”.

In gection 9128, strike out “will go” and
insert in lieu thereof “went”.

In section 9201(d), strike out “March” and
insert in lieu thereof “May” each place it ap-
pears.

In section 18861h)(4)(E) of the Social Secu-
rity Act, which is proposed to be added by
section 9202(a)—

(1) strike out ‘before July 1, 1986 in .
clause AN, .

{2) strike out “the individual is unable to
take that exemination because” in clause
(I, and

(3) insert “or a previous examination of
the Educational Commission for Foreign
Medical Graduates” in clause (1iM(II} after
“FMGEMS examinalion”,

In secltion 9211(e), strike out “February”
and “April” and insert in lieu thereof “May”
and “July", respectively, each place each ap-
pears.

In section 9301—

(1) in subsection (a), strike out “JANUARY

31” and ‘Janwary 31” and insert in lieu

thereaf “APRIL 30 and “April 30", respec-

tively; .
(2) in subsection (b), strike out “11-
month”, “February”, ‘January 31", ‘¢-

month™, and “January 1986" and insert in
lieu thereaf “&month”, “May”, “April 30",
“7-month”, and “April 1886, respectively,
each plece each appears; and

(3) in subsection (c)(5), strike out ‘“July”
and insert in lieu thereaf “October”.

In section 8303—

(1) in subsection (b)(2), atrike out “April”,
“1987” and “December 31, 1986” and insert
in lieu thereof ‘“July”, ‘1988", and “Decem-
ber 31, 1987", respectively, and

(2) in subsection (b)(5)(A), sirike out
“April” and insert in lieu thereof “July”.

In gection 9304(b)—

(1) strike out “11-month’ and “February”
and insert in lieu thereaf “8-month” and
“May”, respectively;

(2) in paragraph (1) in the matter before
subparagraph (A), insert “at any time” after
“In the case of any physician who’; and

(3) in paragraph (1)(B), sitrike out ‘“is not
a participating physician” and all that fol-
lows through ‘“September 30, 1885, or™ and
insert in liew thereof “was not a purticipat-
ing physician (as defined in section
1842(h)(1) of the Social Security Act) on Sep-
tember 30, 1985, and who is not such a phy-
sician’.

In section 9307(c)—

1) in paragraph (1), strike out ‘‘subsec-
tion (" and ingert tn lieu thereof “subsec-
tion (k)"

(2) in paragraph (2), strike out “‘after sxb-
section (k), added by section 146/a) of this
title,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘at the end’;
and

(3) in the subsection added by paragraph
(2), strike out “(1)(1)” and insert in leu
thereaf “(k)(1)".

In subtitle B of title IX, strike outl seclions
8504, 9513, and 9521, and conform the table
of contents aof tille IX accordingly.

In section 9501/d)(1), strike out “April”
and insert in lieu thereof “July’.

In section 8505(b)(1)—

(1) strike out ‘sections 9501 and 9504"
and insert in lieu thereof “section 9501,
and

(2) strike out “(V1)” and *“(VII)” and
ingert in liew theresof “(V)” and ‘“(VI)”, re-
speclively.
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In section 85068(a), in proposed subsection
tk/(2) of section 1902 of the Soctal Security
Act, insert “(other than by will)” after “es-
tablished”.

In section 9511(b), strike out ‘“January”
and insert in lieu thereaf “April™.

In section 9517(c), amend paragraph (2) to
read as follows:

“t2)(A) Except as provided in subpara-
graph (B), the amendments made by para-
graph (1) shall apply to expenditures in-
curred for health insuring organizations
which first become operational on or after
January 1, 1986.

“tB) In the case of a health insuring orga-
nization—

“(t) which first becomes operalional on or
afler January 1, 1988, but

“ti1) for which the-Secretary of Health and
Human Services has waived, under section
1915(8) of the Social Security Act and before
such date, certain requiremenls af section
1902 of such Act, :
clauses (ii) and riv) of section 1903(mJ(2)(A)
of such Act shall not apply during the period
for which such waiver is effective.”.

In section 9522, insert “for submitted
during 1986 by/)” after “granted to”.

In section 9523—

(1) in subsection (a), strike out “CONTIN-
vED” and ‘“continue” and insert in lieu
thereof “RENEWED"” and ‘“renew’”, respective-
iy, and

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) strike out “‘continued” and insert in
lieu thereof ‘‘renewed”,

(B) strike out “the date of the enactment
of this Acl” and insert in lieu thereof “De-
cember 31, 1985

In section 8526, at the end of subsection
(a) of proposed section 1920 of the Social Se-
curity Act, add the following:

“(F) Section 310rb/(1) of Public Law 96-
272 (relating to continuing medicaid eligt-
bility for certain recipients of Veterans’ Ad-
ministration penstons).”,

In subtitle C of title X1I, strike oul section
12302.

In section 12301—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) strike out “or 1903(u)” in paregraph
(1), and

(B) strike out “titles IV-A and XIX” and
insert in lieu thereof “title IV-A” each place
it appears; and )

9(8?2) after subsection (d), strike out “and
1 L

In section 12304(a)(3), immediately before
the semicolon at the end of the proposed new
subparagraph (C), insert the following: *;
but the State shall not be subject to any fi-
nancial penalty in the administration or en-
Jorcement of this subparegruph as a result
of any monitoring, quality control, or audit-
ing requirements”. :

Part 1 of subtitle A of title XIII of the bill
is amended to read as follows:

“PART I—TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE
“SEC. 13681. SHORT TITLE.

“This part may be cited as the ‘Trade Ad-
justment Assistance Reform and Extenstion
Act of 19886".

“SEC. 13882, ELIGIBILITY OF WORKERS AND FIRMS
_FOR TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE.

‘“f{a) WORKERS.—Sections 221(a) and 222 of
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271(a);
2272) are each amended by inserling ‘(in-
cluding workers in any agricwliural firm or
subdivision of an agricullural firm)’ after
‘group of workers’,

“tb) FIRMS.—

“(1) Subsections (a) and (c) of section 251
of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2341) are
each amended by inserting ‘lincluding any
agricultural firm)’ after ‘a firm’

“(2) Paragraph (2) of section 251(¢c) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2341(c)(2)) is
amended to read as follows:
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“92) that—

“«{AJ sales or production, or both, of the
Sfirm have decreased absolutely, or

“<RB) sales or production, or both, of an
article that accounted for not less than 25
percent of the total production or sales of
the firm during the 12-month period preced-
ing the most recent 12-month period for
which data are available have decreased ab-

_solutely, and’.

“SEC. 13083, CASH ASSISTANCE FOR WORKERS.

“(@) PARTICIPATION IN JOB SEARCH PROGRAM
REQUIRED.—

“(1) Subsection (a) of section 231 of the
Trade Act of 1974 (18 U.S.C. 2291fa)) 1is
amended by adding at the end thereaf the
JSollowing new paragraph’

«“45) Such worker, unless the Secretary
has determined that no acceptable job
search program s reasonably availuble—

“‘(A) is enrolled in & job search program
approved by the Secrefdry under section
237(c), or

“‘B) has, after the date on which the
worker became totally separated, or partial-
ly separated, from the adversely affected em-
ployment, completed a job search program
approved by the Secretary under section
237(c).’.

“(2) Section 231 of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2291) is amended by adding at the
end thereof the folbawing new subsection’

“‘(c) If the Secretary determines that—

“‘(1} the adversely affected worker—

“‘({A) has failed to begin parlicipation in
the job search program the enrollment in
which meets the requirement of subsection
{a)(s), or

“(B) has ceased to participate in such job
search program before completing such job-
search program, and

“42) there 18 no justifiable cause for such
Jailure or cessalion,

no trade readfustment allowance may be
paid to the adversely affected worker under
this part on or after the date of such deter-
mination until the adversely affected worker
begins or resumes participation in a job
search program approved under section
237(c).’.

“(3) Subsection (a) of section 239 of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2311(a)) is

amended—

“(4) by striking out ‘training,’ in clause
(2) and inserting in lieu thereof ‘training
and fob search programs,’; and

“(B) by striking out ‘and (3)’ and inserting
in lieu thereaf ‘(3) will make determinations
and approvals regarding job search pro-
grams under sections 231(c) and 237(c), and
(4)"

“Ib) QUALIFYING WEEKS OF EMPLOYMENT.—
The last sentence of section 231(a)(2) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2291(a)(2)) is
amended by striking out all that follows
after subparagraph (C) and inserting in lieu
thereaf ‘shall be treated as a week of employ-
ment at wages of $£30 or more, bul nol more
than 7 weeks, in case of weeks described in
paragraph (A} or (C), or both, may be lreat-
ed as weeks of employment under this sen-
tence.’.

“{c) WEERLY AMOUNTS OF READJUSTMENT AL-
LOQWANCES.—Section 232 of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.8.C. 2292) i3 amended—

“(1) by striking out ‘under any Federal
law,’ in subsection (c) and inserting in lieu
thereof “under any Federal law other than
this Act’,

“(2) by striking out ‘under section 236(c)’
in subsection (c) and inserting in lieu there-
af ‘under section 231(c) or 236(c)’, and

“(3) by striking out ‘If the training allow-
ance’ in subsection (c) and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘If such training allowance’.

“(d) LIMITATIONS.—

‘(1) Paragraph (2) of section 233(a) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2283(a)(2)) is
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amended by striking out ‘52-week period’
and inserting in liew thereof ‘104-week
period’.

“(2) Section 233 of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2293) i3 amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new subsection:

“‘e) No trade readjustment allowance
shall be paid to a worker under this part for
any week during which the worker is receiv-
ing on-the-fob training.’.

. “SKC. 15094. JOB TRAINING FOR WORKERS.

“(q) IN GENERAL.—Section 236 of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2296) i8 amended—

“(1) by striking out for a worker’ in sub-
section fa)(1){A) and inserting in lieu there-
of for an adversely affected worker’,

“(2) by striking out ‘may approve’ in the
first sentence of subsection (a)(1) and in-
serting in lieu thereaf ‘shall (to the extent
appropriated funds are available) approve’,

“(3) by striking out ‘under paragraph (1
in subsection (a)(2) and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘under subsection (a))

“t4) by striking out ‘this subsection’ in
subsection (a)(3) and inserting in lieu there-
of ‘this section’,

,“(5) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and
(3) of subsection (a) as subsections (e) and
(f), respectively,

“(6) by inserting at the end of subsection
(a) the following new paragraphs:

«s«2) For purposes of applying paregraph
(1)(C), a reasonable expectation aof employ-
ment does not require that employment op-
portunities for a worker be available, or of-
fered, immediately upon the completion of
training approved under this paragraph (1).

“«(3)(A) If the costs of training an ad-
versely affected worker are paid by the Sec-
retary under paragraph (1), no other pay-
ment for such costs may be made under any
other provision of Federal law.

««(B) No payment may be made under
paragraph (1) of the costs of training an ad-
versely affected worker if such costs—

“{) have already been paid under any
other provision of Federal law, or

“«§i) are reimbursable under any other
provision of Federal law and a portion of
such costs have already been paid under
such other provision of Federal law.

«yC) The provisions of this paragraph
shall not apply to, or take into account, any
Sfunds provided under any other provision of
Federal law which are used for any purpose
other than the direct payment of the costs
incurred in training a particular adversely
affected worker, even if such use has the
effect of indirectly paying or reducing any
portion of the costs involved in training the
adversely affected worker.

««4) The training programs that may be
approved under paragraph (1) include, but
are not limited to—

“A) on-the-job Lraining,

««B) any training program provided by ¢
State pursuant to section 303 of the Job
Training Partnership Act,

“4C) any training program approved by a
private industry council established under
section 102 of such Act, and

“4DJ) any other training program ap-
proved by the Secretary.’, and

“(7) by inserting after subsection f(c) the
Sollowing new subsection’

“«d) Notwithstanding any provision af
subsection (a)(1/, the Secretary may pay the
costs of on-the-job training ¢f an adversely
affected worker under subsection (al(1) only
{‘f__.

(1) no currently employed worker is dis-
placed by such adversely affected worker (in-
cluding partial displacement such as a re-
duction in the hours of nonovertime work,
wages, or employment benefits),
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“‘(2) such training does not impair erist-
ing contracts for services or collective bar-
gaining agreements,

“13) in the case of training which would
be inconsistent with the lerms of a collective
bargaining agreement, the written concur-
rence of the labor organizalion concerned
has been oblained,

“*(4) no other individual it on layoff from
the same, or any substantially equivalent,
job for which such adversely affected worker
is being trained, -

‘“‘(6) the employer has not terminated the
employment of any regular employee or oth-
erwise reduced the workforce of the employer
with the intention of filling the vacancy so
created by Riring such adversely affected
worker,

‘“‘(6) the job for which such adversely af-
" fecled worker is being trained is not being
created in a promotional line that will in-
Jringe in any way upon the promotional op-
portunities of currently employed individ-
uals,

“(7) such training is not for the same oc-
cupation from which the worker was sepa-
rated and with respect to which such work-
gr's group was cerlified pursuant Lo section

22,

“'t8) the employer certifies to the Secre-
tary that the employer will conlinue to
employ such worker for at least 26 weeks
after completion of such training if the
worker desires to continue such employment
and the employer does not have due cause to
terminatle such employment,

“‘(9) the emploper has not received pay-
ment under subsection (a)(1) with respect to
any other on-thejeb training provided by
such employer which failed to meet the re-
quirements of paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4),
(5), and (6), and

“'(10) the employer has not taken, at any
time, any actiom which violated the terms of
any certification described in paragraph (8)
made by such employer with respect to any
other on-the-job trainimng provided by such
employer for which the Secretary has made a
payment under subsection (a)(1).’.

“(b) ON-THEJOB TRAINING DEFINED.—Sec-
tion 247 aof the Trade Act of 1874 (19 U.S.C.
2319) 18 amended by addirg at the end ULere»
of the following new paragraph.

““16) The term ‘“on-the-job training”
means lraining provided by an employer to
an individual who is employed by the em-
ployer.’.

“fc) AGREEMENTS WITH THE STATES.—Sec-
tion 239 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2311) is amended—

“(1) by amending subsection (a)(2) by in-
serting ‘but in accordance with subsection
(f),” after ‘where appropriate,’; and

“12) by adding at the end thereof the fol-
. lowing new subsections:

“‘fe) Agreements entered into under this
section may be made with one or more State
or local agencies ineluding—

“(1) the employment service agency of
such State,

“‘(2) any State agemcy carrying out title
111 of the Job Training Partnership Act, or

“(3) any other State or local agency ad-
ministering job (training or related pro-
grams.

“‘(f) Each cooperating State agency shall,
in carrying out subsection (a)(2)—

“(1) advise each adversely affected
worker to apply for training under section
236(a) at the time the worker makes applica-
tion for trade readjustment allowances (but
Jailure of the worker to do so may not be
treated as cause for denial of those allow-
ances), and

“(2) within 60 days after application for
training is made by the worker, interview
the adversely affected worker regarding suit-
able training opportunities available to the
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worker under section 236 and review such
opportunities with the worker.”.
“SEC. 13085. JOB SEARCH ALLOWANCES.

‘“Ca) IN GENERAL.—Section 237 of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2297) is amended by
adding at the end thereof the following new
subsection:

‘“‘fc) The Secretary shall reimburse any
adversely affected worker for necessary ex-
penses incurred by such worker in partici-
pating in a fob search program approved by
the Secretary.’.

“(b) DEFINTTIONS.—Section 247 of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.8.C. 2318J, as amended by
section 138041b) of this Acl, is further
amended by adding ai the end thereof the
Jollowing new paragreaph.

“Y17)(A) The term ‘ob search program”
means a job search workshop or job finding
club.

“B) The term ‘$ob search workshop”
means a short I to 3 days) seminar de-
signed to provide participants with knowl-
edge that will.ewable the participants to find
jobs. Subjeels are not limited to, but should
include, labor market information, resume
writing interviewing lechnigues, and lech-
niques for finding job openings

“{C) The term ‘job finding club’” means a
Job search workshop which includes a period
(1 to 2 weeks) of struclured, supervised ac-
tivity in which participants altempt to
oblain jobs.”.

“SEC. 13088. ADJUSTMENT ASEISTANCE FOR FIRMS.

“(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—

‘(1) Paragraph (1) of section 252(b) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2342(b)(1)) 1is
amended to read as follows:

“(1) Adsustment assistance under this
chapter consists of technical assistance. The
Secretary shall approve a firm’s application
Jor adjfusiment assistance only if the Secre-
tary determines that the firm's adjustment
proposal—

“‘(A) ts reasonably calculatled to material-
ly contribwde Lo the economic adjustment of
the firm,

“‘({B) gtoes adequate consideration to the
interests of e workers of such firm, end

“YC) demonstrales that the firm will
make all reasonadle efforts Lo use its own re-
sources for economic development.’,

“(2) Section 252 of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2342) is amended by striking out
subsection (c) and redesignating subsection
{d) as subsection /c).

“(3) Paragraph (2) of section 253(b) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2343(b)(2)) is
amended by striking oul ‘such cost’ and in-
serting in liew thereaf ‘such cost for assist-
ance described in paragraph (2) or (3) aof
subsection (a).

“(b) No NEwW LOANS OR GUARANTEES.—Sec-
tion 254 aof the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2344) is amended by adding at the end there-
af the following new subsection.

“‘fd) Netwithstanding any other provi-
ston of this chapter, no direct loans or guar-
antees of loans may be made under this

chapter after the date of enactment of the

Trade Adjustment Assistance. Reform and

Ezxtension Act of 1986.".

“SEC. 13087. EXTENSION AND TERMINATION OF
TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE.

“(a) In GENERAL.—Section 285 of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271, preceding note)
is amended—

“t1) by striking out the first sentence
thereof and inserting in lieu thereaf “a)”,

“12) by striking out the section heading
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘SEC. 285.-TER-
MINATION.’, and

“t3) by adding at’the end thereof the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“‘fb) No assistance, allowances, or.other
payments may be provided under chapter 2,
and no technical assistance may be provid-
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ed under chapter 3, after Seplember 30,
1991."

“tb) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents of the Trade Act of 1974 i3 amended
by striking out the item relating to section
285 and inserting in lieu thereof the follow-
ing:

‘“‘Sec. 285. Termination.’.
“SEC. 13008 ALTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

“(a) WORKERS.—Section 245 of the Trade
Act of 1874 (18 U.8.C. 2317) is amended by
striking outl ‘1982 through 1985 and insert-
ing in lieu thereaf ‘1986, 1987, 1988, 1989,
1990, and 1991°.

“(b) FrrMs.—Subsection (b) of section 256
of the Trade Act of 1874 (18 U.S.C. 2346(b))
1s amended—

“(1) by inserting for fiscal years 1986,
1987, 1988, 1988, 1990, and 1991’ after “to the
Secretary’,

“(2) by striking out from time to time’
and

“13) by striking out the last sentence there-

“SEC. 13009. EFFECTIVE DATES; APPLICATION OF
GRAMM-RUDMAN.

“/a) IN GENERAL.—Ezxcept as provided in
subseclions (b) and (c), the amendments
made by this part shall take effect on the
date of the enactment of this Acl.

“(b) JoB SEARCH PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—
The amendments made by section 13003(a)
apply with respect to workers covered by pe-
titions filed under section 221 of the Trade
Act of 1974 on or afler the dale of the enacl-
ment of thie Act. )

“(c) EXTENSION AND AUTHORIZATION.—Chap-
ters 2 and 3 of title II of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271, et seq.) shall be applied
as if the amendments made by sections
13007 and 13008 had taken effect on Decem-
ber 18, 1985,

‘“4d) APPLICATION OF GRAMM-RUDMAN.—
Trade readjustment allowances payable
under part I of chapter 2 of title II of the
Trade Act of 1974 for the period from March
1, 1986, and until October 1, 1986, shall be
reduced by a percentage equal to the non-de-
Sfense sequester percentage applied in the Se-
questration Report (submitled umder the
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985 and daled January 21,
1986) of the Comptroller General aof the
United States for fiscal year 1986.”.

In section 13031(e)(2)—

(1) strike out “section 236(c)” and insert
in lieu thereaf “seclion 236", and

(2) strike out “58bic)” and insert in lieu
thereof “58b”.

Strike out subtitle B of title XIII and re-
designale the following subtitles according-
ly.

In section 13201—

(1) strike outl “Subsection Ic)” and insert
in lieu thereof “(a) Subsection (c)”, and

(2) add at the end thereof the following
new subsection:

‘“tb) For purposes aof all Federal and State
latws, the amendment made by subseclion (a)
shall be treated as having taken effect on
March 14, 1986.".

Strike out subsection (d) of section 13202
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

‘“tc) EFFECTIVE DATE. —

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to smokeless to-
bacco removed after June 30, 1986.

“(2) TRANSITIONAL RULE.—Any person who—

“fA) on the date of the enactment of this
Act, is engaged in business as a manufactur-
er of smokeless tobacco, and

“{B) before July 1, 1986, submits an appli-
cation under subchapter B of chapler 52 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to engage
in such business,
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may, nolwitksiordding suck swbchapter B,
continue to engage in stich busisesm ponviing
final action on such epplicatien. Pending
such final action, ail provisions of chapter
52 of such Code shall apply to such appli-
cant in the same manner and to the same
exlent as if suck applicant were a Aokder of
a permit Lo manuwfactmre smokebess uucw
under such chapter 52.”.

Strike out subsection fc) of seetion 13208
and insert the following:

“lc) EXISTING REDUCTION IN RATES FOR
PEriOP AFTER TENPORARY INCREASE RE-
TAINED.—So mwich of subseetion (e) of section
4121 (relating lo lemporary imcrease m
amount of lax) as precedes paragraph (2 is
amended to read as follows:

“‘(e) REDUCTION IN AMOUNT OF TAX.—

“‘(1) IN GENSRAL.—Effective with respect
to sales after the temporary increase termit-
nation date, subsection (b) shall be ap-
plied—

“‘(A) by substituting “$.50" for “$1.10°,

“Y(B) by sabstituting “$.25” for “$.55",
and .

“YCJ) by substituting “2 percent” for “4.4
percent’.’”

In section 13203(d), strike out “December
31, 1985” and insert in lieu thereof “March
31, 2986

In section 13205(aM1), strike out “of Gre
Internal Revenue Code of 1954,

In subsecltion (a)(2) of sectiom 13205,
strike outl “of swch Code’” each phace it ap-
pears.

In section 13205, at.ri)ce out “Decersber 31,
19857 and “January 1, 1986” and insert m
lieu thereof “March 31, 1986” and "April 1,
1986”, respectively, euch place either ap-
pears.

Al the end of paragreph (2) of section
1303(d) of the mternal Revenue Code o 1954
fas proposed to be added by section
13206(a)), insert the following: “In applying
subparagraph (B), amounts which consti-
tute earned income (within the meaning aof
section 911(d)(2)} and are community
income under community property laws ap-
plicable to such income shall be taken into
account as if suck amounts did not consti-
tute community income.”.

In section 13287(¢c), strike out “Septemnber
12, 1985” and insert in lieu thereqf “Septemm-
ber 12, 1984,

In subparagraph (A) of section 531(g)(1) af
the Tax Reform Act af 1984 (as proposed to
be added by section 13207(d)), strike out
“performed’ and tnsert in lieu theveof “per-
forms’.

In paragraph (2) af section 531(g) of the
Tax Reform Act of 1984 (as propased to be
added by sectiom 13207(d)J; strike out sub-
paragraph (B) and imsert in lieu thereof the
Sollowing:

‘“(B) if—

“(i) such organization is described in sec-
tion 501(c)(6) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954 and the membership of such organi-
zation is limited (o entities engaged in the
transportation by air of individuals or
property for compensation or hire, or

“(li) such organization 18 a corporation
all the stock of which is owned entirely by
enlities referred to in clause (i), and”’.

In clause (vi) of section 57(a)(9)(E) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (as proposed
to be added by section 13208(a)), strike out
“The” and insert in lieu thereof ‘“For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, the”. )

In clause (vii) of such section 57(a/(9)(E),
strike out “The” and insert in lieu thereof
“For purposes of this subparagraph, the”.

In  section 14001(a)(2), strike
“‘amounts”,

In section 14001(aM4), strike out “March
1, 1986” and insert in lieu thercef “June 2,
1986".

oud
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In sectton 1282 sirike ent subeexlion (W
and redesigna.te subsection (c) as suisgection
[1-¥X

In MM{U sirike out “and Com-
pensation Rate Amendments of 1985 and
insert in Mey thereof “Amendments of 15986™.

In section $909¢—

(1) strike out ™Hpril 1, 1999” in the lost
sertence of subseetion (e})(Z/ and tnsert n
dien theroaf “July 1, 1986"; end

(2) in subsection (f}—

(A) sirtke outl “April 1, 1988" each place &
appears and insert in liew f.hmqf “July 1,
1986

(B) sirtke out ‘“Maerch 31, 1986” both
places it appears in peragraph (2/(A) and
insert in leu thereof “June M, 19M6™; and

(C) strike out “April and May 1586” in
paragraph (2)(B) and igmrt in Heu thereof
“July and August 1986™".

Sirike out subtitle B of title XIX fand re-
designate subtitle C as subtitle B).

In section 19031(b)2), strike out “Aprdl 1,
1986 and- tnsert in lMeu thereof "July 1,
1986,

In section MOR—

(1) rike out *FWebrwary I, I986™ in sabsec-
&ou&)andth&uW“ﬂzyl.
19887 and

(2) strike out “November 1, 1986 and No-
vember 1, 1887,” in subsection (L) and insert
in lieu thereof “February 1, 1987, and Febru-
ary 1, 1988,

Notwithstanding any ether provision of
MRis Acl, the ameunis dwe end payadle (o the
&iake &f Louisiana prier le Ocleber 1, 1986,
under subtitle A of tithe VIH &aster Conti-
nental Shelf and Relaied Programed of Hhis
Act shell remain in their separete accounts
in the Treasury of the United Stales and
continue to accrue inierest until October L
2986, except that the $572,000,000 sel forth
#n section 8004(b)(1 XA} ahalt onily accrue in-
terest from Apr#d 15, 1 October 1, 19886,
el which time the Secrelary shall immedi-
wtely distribute suck swms with acerued in-
terest to the State of Louisiana.

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendment be
considered a3 read and printed i the
RECORD.

The SPEAKIB pre tempore. 1s
there objection to the request ef the
gentlewoman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentkewoman from IMineis [Mrs,
MarTIN] Will be recognized for 30 min-
utes and the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Gray] will #¢ recogmized

-for 30 mintues.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
women from Illinois {Mrs. MARTIN].

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I yleld § minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GRADISON]. -

(Mr. GRADISON sasked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GRADISON. Mr Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding
me this time.

Mr. Speaker, as 19868 unfolds, the
veil is being stripped away from con-
gressional consideration of the budget
process. And it is becoming increasing-
1y clear that the talk abeat deficit re-
duction is mostly talk—amd not much
else. With the lower court finding that
the Gramm-Rudman-HolBngs auso-
matic trigger is unconstitutional, that
andmark attempt to reduce the defi-
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et looks more and more like a tooth-
Jess tiger. Last week, the House was of -
fered a chance to vote on the Presi-
dent’s budget, but was not even per-
mitted to consider alternatives. Bash-
ing the Presidemt’s badget has become
a popular parlor game; but & doesn’t
bring us one step closer to deficid re-
duction.

Finally, today, Mr. Speaker, cemes
the 1last straw. Almost haHway
through the current fiscal year, Con-
gress still has not acted on the Con
solidated Omnibus Budget Reconcilia-
tion Act of 1983, the legislation needed
to implement spending cuts for the
current year. The Congress broke up
in disagreement over this bill in De-
cember and here we are in mid-March
still trylag to tind a satiefaciory com-
promuse..

The latest version send to us by the
ether body deserwes our smpport.
Listen carefully amnsd you will fimd that
the principal comphiint abeut the
Benake version ig not that it saves o
Mttle, but that # sases too mueh. And
no wonder. The House version would
put on the books cogtly new programs
whicli would not Hkely become law if
they had to stand eon their own.

The gentlelady from Illinois has of-
fered a preferernkial motion to wote on
the Benate-passed bill in Ms ertirety
before there {3 an opportumity to take
up amendments. There will be no
clearer vote on aspending cuats this
year. I urge my colleagues to support
this essential deficit-reducing propos-
al.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume. .

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposikion to
the motion to concur.

When the House acted on March 8
to amend the reconciliation package, it
did so in good faith and in recognition
of the need to compromise on items n
dispute in order to resole the deficit
reduction agreements of last year.

I must oppose the motion to concur
because I do not believe the other
body’s action was taken in good faith.
In the face of the clearly articulated
position of the House, the other body,
in its amendment, deleted crucial
modifications of thve Outer Continen-
tal Shelf Lands Act, Medicare, AFDC,
and the Federal Employee Health
Benefits Program. Beyond that, the
other body went so far as to include in
its amendment changes in the Medl-
care Program which will benefit a
single constituency in a single State.

Reconclliation was intended to be a
vehicle for deficit reduction. The
House has acted to fulfill that pledge
in good faith. Our foremost duty as
legislators is to promote policies which
will benefit all of America. We must
not feel pressured to accept what we
may feel i3 bad public policy, simply
because a parkage ‘“would be accepta-
ble to the administration—a major
concession” or “‘the President will sign
this package.”
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The House has worked its will. We
have negotiated. We have compro-
mised.

We must not agree to concur in th
Senate’s action. .

O 1345

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Mississippi {Mr. Lorr], the Re-
publican whip.

(Mr. LOTT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr, LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to read the preferential motion. It was
dispensed with, but I think it tells the
story.

The gentlewoman from Illinois
“moves to take from the Speaker's
table the bill, H.R. 3128, with the
Senate amendment to the House
amendment to the Senate amendment
to the House amehdment to the
Senate amendment thereto, and to
concur in the Senate amendment®’

How thin are we going to slice this
baloney? It is time that we act on rec-
onciliation.

Let me read to the Members some
remarks that were most effectively de-
li‘\;(lsred last week on the reconcillation
bill.

Mr. Speaker, this is the acid test. This is
the time. The time for talk really has
passed. Now it is the time for action. This is
an opportunity to save $18 billion—

Maybe it is only $13 billion, but
maybe $18 billion—

“off the deficits of the next 3 years.

The question we face is really a fairly
simple one. Do we make good on the pledge
that we made in the budget resolution that
passed last year so overwhelmingly or will
we renege on that pledge?

This i8 the only opportunity we will have
to make good on that pledge and this is a
fine vehicle on which to do it. It represents
that best compromise that was possible.

When we passed the budget, we actually
signed a promissory note to the effect that
we were going to make certain savings on
further budgets.

Now, here i8 our opportunity to sign the
check that pays off that promissory note.
Do we sign the check and redeem the note
or do weé say, “Well, no, let’s put that on a
gredit card” and let’s go over to another

ay.

Now is the time, now is the opportunity.

Those are parts of the remarks of
the gentleman from Texas, the distin-
guished majority leader. There were
other remarks here, very good; I
agreed with them then, and I think
they are applicable now.

Now is the time for us to fulfill that
promissory note.

But let us talk about the procedure
we are going through here. The gen-
tlewoman has moved that we concur
with the Senate amendments. I pre-
sume later on there will be 2 motion to
table that motion to concur. And after
that, if the motion to table should
pass, somebody on that side will move
that we disagree with the Senate. And
after that there will be, perhaps by
our side, a motion to go to conference.

Where does this end? And we are not
now arguing over dollars and cents. In
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many instances, & lot of it is policy de-
cisions.

If you are from a tobacco-producing
State, are you not worried about the
fact that there has been a tobacco
agreement and yet we continue to
string out on and on and on this effort
to get an agreement on reconciliation?
It is costing us at least $7 million a
day. But there has been an agreement
on tobacco. Whether you are a Demo-
crat or a Republican, whether you are
from & tobacco-producing State, or
even if you are not, you ought to be in-
terested in that tobacco agreement.

Mr.. STARK. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yleld?

Mr. LOTT. On the subject of tobac-
co? ’

Mr, STARK. Yes.

Mr. LOTT. I will be glad to yield to
the gentleman from Californfa. .

Mr. STARK. I think it is important.
Chairman RoOSTENKOWSKI has a pri-
mary in Illinois today and he has
asked me to indicate to his colleagues
that it is his intention to Introduce a
concurrent resolution making the to-
bacco tax provision retroactive should
the Senate accept the bill we have re-
turned to them, and I think it is im-
portant that that be noted at this
point in the debate.

Mr. LOTT, I thank the gentleman
for that information. I think it may
not be quite 50 simple, because we
have caused some problems for States,
and 1 am not gure we can just go back
and reverse the situation,

Obviously, when we do agree or if we
never can agree, we need to do some-
thing more on tobacco, but I am em-
phasizing to my colleagues here that
this issue is still up in the air and we
breached the deadline last Friday.

Now, also, on the question of 8(g),
the Outer Continental Shelf revenues,
there has been a very difficult, very
closely worked out compromise to re-
solve that issue, one that many States
like Texas, Louisiana, California, Mis-

sissippl, we would like to get that

thing on through. But how long are
we going to keep pitching it back and
forth. And what dark hole are we
going to send this to? Are we just
going to say “Hey, we disagree” again
and just kind of leave it up in the air?
Is there to be no conference? What
happens?

We have a bird in the hand here.
Are we serious about reconciliation or
not? Do we want the $13 billion sav-
ings, or $18 billion if you go by the
CBO numbers, but at least maybe $13
billion in savings, do we want that or
not?

Are you aware that the Senate ver-
sion is $900 million better in that it re-
duces the deficit $900 billion more
than the House version? I think that
we are saying in the House, after all
this batting of the ball back and forth,
we want it our way or we will not have
it at all.

Please, my colleagues, let us be seri-
ous in a bipartisan way and let us pass
this reconciliation bill, or we may still
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be here punting this ball back and
forth when we get ready for the next
reconciliation package.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LOTT. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Mississip-
pl [Mr. LoTr] has expired.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. LorT].

Mr. LOTT. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I would just point out to the
gentleman that I thought he said $900
billion. I am sure he meant million.

Mr. LOTT. $9800 milllon,

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. The
second thing I would like to ask the
gentleman is: Is the gentleman pre-
pared, as a Representative of the great
State of Mississippl, to vote for a rec-
onciliation package which is going to
penalize the entire health system of
Mississippi in order to provide for ex-
emption for one State in the entire
Union? When you vote for this bill you
will be voting to penalize all the
health care systems in Mississippi so
that one State that has been exempt-
ed by the Senate will be able to bene-
fit. I do not think the gentleman
wants to do that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Mississip-
pi [Mr. Lorr] has again expired.

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I yleld 2 additional minutes to the
gentleman from Mississippl [Mr.
1otT).

Mr. LOTT. I thank the gentlewoman
for ylelding.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think any of
us know what impact it might have on
our States. 1 do not like some of the
changes that have been made. I am for
the Buy America provision. I do not
particularly like what we have done in
the hospital area. But there are a lot
of other areas that I am sure the gen-
tleman would take a different position.
But how long does this go on back and
forth? I think it is time we act. I think
it is more important for the people of
this country and for the economy of
this country that we take action to
reduce the deficit, stop losing $7 mil-
lion a day on the tobacco question,
stop prolonging acting to begin to
reduce the deficit. Let us take the ma-
jority leader’s words: Now is the time.
Let us draw the line and say it is not
perfect but we have got to stop this
idiocy at some point and act to pass
this reconciliation and send it to the
President.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yleld fur-
ther?

Mr. LOTT. 1 yleld to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I would just simply say to the
gentleman that it is my understanding
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that the $300 mif¥eon is not the flgure.
It is more like §2060 rdiHon be $360 mil-
lion.

Mr. LOTT. Onty $208 million or $300
mdllion? That is mot ehdckenfeoed
where I come from. N

Mr. GRAY of Pennsybamia. I would
point out there are podicy changes,
though, that are here, such as the one
that I neentioned, that penalizes the
gentleman’s own State, and K is be-

" canse of those policy issues that 1
think are fairly significant that are in-
equitable that provide exemptions for
one State as oppesed to the other 49
States. I do not think that ts good
policy. Although this Chalr wants te
have deficit reduction, and I have been
pushing and fighting for reconcilia-
tion, I do not think that we ought to
pay that kind of price. I 40 not think
Missssippd ought to axd I do not think
Penmsylvania, IHimois, Kentucky,
Georgla, Alabama, Texas, er anybody
else—

Mr. LOTT. For a paolicy {ssue we are
going to walk away from $13 bildon te
$18 billion?

Mr. GRAY of Pennaylvania. Well, 1
would point out that the White House
has been doing that now ever since De-
cember.

Mr. LOTT. The White House is
ready to sign this package. Let us pass
it and send # to the President and
move on to other deficit reductien ef-
“forts.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. I say
the package that we ought to be sup-
porting is & bipartisamn package that
comes out of the House and the
Senate and not the White House. )

Mr. LOTT. This is a bipartisan pack-

age.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. The
gentleman wants to accept the White
House package that exempts that one
State.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to vote against the motion
to table.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. M.
Speaker, 1 yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Califormia [Mr. Starx].

Mr. STARK. I thank the dtstin-
guished gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to step
away, if we can, for a moment, be-
tween the differences in the 8S8emate
bill arrd what we sert to them and
rémind my colleagues on the other
. side of the aiske that we have an insti-
tutional position here. I think we mmay
be setting a very bad precedent. As the
gentleman from Mississippt sat—and
s0 did I—in the conference meetings
for weeks, we had a signed agreement

and a conference agreement with the’

Senate.

What happened in the other bedy
after we agreed in corderence, partieu-
larly in the areas of Medicare and
AFIC, in which we had come to an
agreement—these are areas they are
not changing, and they are chamging
without the benefit of a conference.
Whichever position yowm may have
taken on the other side of the aisle,
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you cempromised with me and my col-
eagues on this side of the aiste, and
the Semate on beth parties compro-
mised with us, and we had a signed
eonference agreemrent. My question is,
Do we wamt to chmnge that through
this kind of a new procedure where, at
the 11th hour, OMB steps in to revise
what we have worked so carefully to
craft?

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the

_gentleman yield?

Mr. STARK. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. LOTT. Let me make sure I un-
derstand what has been done in this
DRGQ area.

The House languagy would have de-
layed 1 year the ihiplementation of
the Medicare -prospective payment
system hospitals; is that correct?

Mr. STARK. That is correct.

Mr. LOTT. And the Senate then
took that delay out; is that right?

Mr. STARK. The Senate made
changes only with respect to Oregon.
And they sl juade a change the
AFDC statements procedures. But
what I am suggesting to you, whether
they changed it for—you are in for a
dme, you are in for a doflar. The
point is that OMB was not a party to
the conference, They did not sitgn the
conference report.

Mr. LOTT. As T understand it, they
deleted the l-year implementation; is
that correct or not?

Mr. STARK. No.

Mr. LOTT. They just exempted
Oregon?

Mr. STARK. That is all.

Mr. LOTT. As a matter of faet, I
would like for the record to reflect
that in my own area, my hospitals
have complied with the law and were
opposed to the 1-year delay.

Mr. STARK, As were the hospitals
in California. .

The gentleman from Mississippi and
this gentleman from Californta have
RO quarrel.

Mr. LOTT. So we were in agreement,
bat the House ddd not take the posi-
tion we suppeorted.

Mr. STARK. We were in complete
agreement and we were in agreement
on the AFDC procedure and the othrer
mrocedures. These are nmow being
changed in the Senate unilaterally.

Mr. LOTT. But in a very rmarrow
way.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlerman from Catifornia
Mr. Starx] has expired.

Mr. GRAY eof Pennsylvanita. Mr.
Speaker, 1 yleld an addftionat 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Calfforrda
[Mr. StarK].

Mr. STARK. The point that I weuld
Bke to make to the gentleman from
Mississippi and my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle is that this ks &
procedure that we have never done
before. We have never come back after
a eonference agreement and had the
Senate send us something else without
benefit; it 18 not a partisan igswe. It
may be a regional issue but—— -
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Mr. LOTT. Will the gentleman yield
on the AFDC question?

Mr. STARK. I would be’glad to
yield.

Mr. LOTT. As a matter at dact, 1
have a list here of over 20 States that
would have to change their AFDC
rules if the House bill prevails, Includ-
ing my own State. So here, once again,
a large number of States that already
have rules dealing with this question
af AFDC would have to then change
their laws, and they may not want to
do that.

Mr. STARK. The geatleman makes
s good point. The polrt is that that
was an lsue that was debated in the
conference. & wes agreed 0 by the
Semate and by the Houge, by Members
of both parties, as a compromise

that. It seems to me—and
procedural point, not en
do we want to start? And I
s & question of preserving the hxegri-
ty of the House.

Mr. LOTT. ¥ the gentlensan will
yield, I understand the gendleman; I
know how hard he has worked on this,

being made aware ¢f what s going on.
And tisat s why 1 was a0 frastrated, as
s maiter of fact, as 8 meemmber of the

think one member of the Rules Com-
mittee knew what was i thet reconcil-
iation package. The ranking minority
member of the Committee on the
Budget was not sware, the Budget
€Committee did not aet en it, we were
serambling around, saying, “Please,
#ell us, what are we voting on?” 8o I
wnderstand the gemtleman’s frustra-
tion, but I think we ase a Mtthe bit toe
dirty to how desnand parity on proce-
dure. 1 hope that we cam brimg this

‘thing to a canciusion and st an agree-

mernt om 2 Tecenciliation bill.

I thank the gentieman for yielding
time,

Mrs. MARTIN of Hlimeis. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield T minubes to the gentleman
from Leuistana [Mr. MoOorEel.

(Mr. NOORE asked amd was ghven
permission $o revise and extend his re-
marks.) -

Mr. MOORE. I thank the gertle-
woman for yiedding.

Mr. Speaker, down heme we have a
aying: There comes a tinre when you
ekther fish or cut bait.

It is time to fish or cut bait with this
bill. 'This, to the best of my memory, i
the second time we had it up this year.
We had it up in December two or
three times. Lord knows, we must have
voted on this thing tive times. It is get-
tng a little silly now to keep playing
this game of ping-pong, battling and
paddling this bil back and forth be-
tween the two bodies,

We have before us today something

_ different. Yes, 1t is a Ifttle bit different



H 1224

than the bill we sent over from the
House. Thal 18 the way compromises
work. But, more importantly, it is a
bill that was passed by the other body
last week, substantially so. More im-
portant than that, it is a bill that will
be signed by the President of the
United States.

0 1400

No version we have passed, either
the House or the Senate before this
one, had that guarantee and that as-
surance.

There are some people here willing
to play chicken. There are some folks
here saying, “Well, let us just go one
step further, let us see if we cannot
get just one more thing we want in
here and send it over to the President
and see if he will veto it.”

My friends, we are playing chicken
with a fellow that has not lost a game
of chicken yet with this Congress since
he has been President. If you think
you are going to buffalo him or scare
him, then you are looking back over 6
years of frustration thinking you have
found something new. That is not
going to work. I think you are making
a mistake there.

We have a chance to achieve $17 bil-
lion in savings by simply passing this
bill and sending it straight to the
‘White House. Now, what is the pur-
pose of reconciliation? I have some
mistaken notion, evidently, that that
is its purpose; to try to come up with
the legislative savings to implement
the budget resolution we passed, and
that I voted for last year, to save $17
billion. '

The arguments have degenerated
not over the savings of money, we are
now arguing over OCS powers to the
States; we are arguing over Buy Amer-
ica amendments; we are arguing over
AFDC changes; we are arguing over
one State having something the other
State should not have and Medicare in
terms of advancement on the DRG
system. None 4f those, I repeat, none
of those have anything to do with
saving money. Every single one of
those points of contention, all valid,
they have all got good reasons behind
them, are policy questions.

Those policy questions should never
have been in a reconciliation bill to
start with; we all know that. Reconcili-
ation was to pass the savings into law
of that budget resolution. Not to get
off into this kind of a thing. I say to
all those people who feel strongly
about those policy changes: Bring
them to us under the regular proce-
dure of your authorizing committee.
We will take those up as you are sup-
posed to take up policy questions on
the House floor.

Do not get it mixed up with some-
thing in trying to save money. I serve
on the Budget Committee. We have
got to start writing a budget, and boy,
time is running out, to save $40 billion
to beat Gramm-Rudman nex year.
We have not gotten started. Here is 17
that would be a start. This $17 billion
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would go to that baseline. Let us keep
playing around; let us keep playing
ping-pong, let us keep laying these
policy questions, and mind you, to me,
it is like another old saying, that is the
tail wagging the dog. Let us let the talil
keep wagging the dog, and we are not
getting anywhere very fast.

We are not getting anywhere at all.
In my State we are vitally interested
in the passage of this bill today. We
have been struggling for 8 years and
two administrations to finally get a
Jjust settlement of the offshore money.
That is money; that 1S something that
validly ought to be in this bill. That is
something that will help the Federal
Government reduce its deficits.

Finally it is hore. Finally it is here;
something everybody can live with.
Something the Senate passed. Some-
thing that two Senators from my
State voted for. Something that the
Goverrior of my State is asking all of
us in the House delegation from Lou-
isiana to vote for.

It is finally a resolution of that
issue, important to my State, impor-
tant to the Federal Government. Too
important to let the tail wag the dog.
Too important to let these policy ques-
tions that are valid it here and delay
us from bringing about a resolution of
$17 billion in savings for the deficit.

People feel strongly about the Buy
America amendment. Let me tell you
something: I have sympathy for that.
We have got the very people who build
those rigs now seeing them built over-
seas. The people that make the steel
for them see the steel made overseas,
but you are not going to lose anything
by delaying this another month’or two
and take that up separately because
nobody is building oil rigs right now.
They are being stacked and sold for 10
cents on the dollar.

Anybody that thinks the Buy Amer-
ica amendment is going to come to the
immediate rescue of oil and gas work-
ers In this country, and steelmakers in
this country, are just fooling them-
selves. That is more political rhetoric.
There is not a rig being built any-
where. You can buy them right now
for 10 cents on the dollar in Lafayette,
LA, and I will give you the name and
address if you are interested in buying
one. There are not going to be any
more built.

You look at the question of section
19; I know that is important to Cali-
fornia. I understand that; it is a raging
controversy there. Let us take that up
separately. Do not kill $17 billion in
deficit savings. Do not kill this off-
shore settlement over that.

Let me conclude by saying that I
have been called today by OMB and
the White House saying that they are
going to recommend a veto and it is
very likely there will be a veto if you
put these policy issues in there that
they are opposed to. So you are play-
ing a game of chicken. You are risking
a settlement now that we live with.
You do have a bill that we can simply
pass. You better ask yourself what
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good reason have you got to try to put
the ball in the other court one more
time.

I think we have gone as far as we
can go. We have got a good bill; we
ought to sign it. We ought to pass it
today and be done with it. ]

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tieman from New York [Mr. WE1ss].

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for ylelding me this
time. :

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the motion to concur and for the pur-
pose of providing some legislative his-
tory.

Mr. Speaker, under section 779 of
the reconciliation bill pertaining to
the general revenue sharing law, the
time for local governments or the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to demand cor-
rections of “prior underpayments or
overpayments” of their revenue shar-
ing amounts would end March 1,
1986—June 2, 1986 under the last
Senate version. After that date, any
demands for corrections of payments
that have already been made will need
to be brought to court.

The Members may want to bring
this provision to the attention of their
local governments, and I am request-
ing that the office of revenue sharing
send a notice of this change of law
with the next scheduled payment, on.
or about April 5, 1986.

The Members should also be aware
that this provision does not change ex-
isting law as to “future” payments
that are currently scheduled for July
and October 1986. The Secretary and
local governments will have until Sep-
tember 30, 1987 to demand corrections
in overpayments and underpayments,
as now provided in section 6702(c) of
title 31, United States Code.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, as one of the
House contferess on the revenue sharing pro-
vision of H.R. 3128, | want to associate myselt
with the statement ot the gentleman from
New York [Mr. WEIss] in regard to section
14001{(a)(4) of the conference agreement |
concur in Mr. WEISS' suggestion that the
office of revenue sharing should notify units of
local government that claims for prior under-
payments must be submitted by June 2, 1986.
| also agree with the gentleman that the provi-
sions of cument law would govern the dead-
line for. claims of underpayment arising from
July 1986 and October 1986 payments.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, 1 yield 2% minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
MILLER]. .

(Mr. MILLER of California asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. I thank
the gentleman for ylelding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that we
would refuse the motion to concur in
the Senate amendment because I
think the Senate left out a very impor-
tant provision of this law. That is sec-
tion 19 dealing with the OCS Lands
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Act that was intended to strengthen
the role of the Governors and other
coastal officials in leasing decisions off
the coast of our States.

It requires that the Secretary shall
consider the legitimate views of the
coastal officials that have been effec-
tively lgnored in the past. What we
have seen in the history of this pro-
gram is numerous lawsuits, challeng-
ing the Secretary in nearly every
coastal State because of inadequate
consultation with State officials about
the development off their coasts. Most
recently we have seen this situation in
Alaska.

We have seen suits and moratorfums
in California and response to lack of
consultation that have delayed the
leasing program. We have seen mini-
mal compliance concerning the views
of the Governors. In one case we saw
the Governor of Callfornia’s views re-
jected minutes before the sale wags ac-
cepted.

‘We have geen the rights to challenge
the Secretary’s decisions restricted to
arbitrary and capricious tests. Section
19 does not give the Governors a veto,
but it does require that there be an
equal balancing of the environmental
resource development and the develop-
ment of the offshore oil resources.

This does not change the national
interest test, but questions the manner
in which these resources shall be
weighed against the development of

- the coast. I think this is one of the
most important provisions of the OCS

Lands Act, and is important to the

States, and is important so that we can

get on with the orderly development

of our OCS resources.

This was an Iritegral part of the com-
promise that was reached in the con-
ference committee. The Senators from
Louisiana agree to this. The 8enator
from Idaho agreed to this language. It
was agreed to by all of the conferees
a8 8 necessary part of the AQ settle.
ment. Now we have seen it double-
crossed by the Senate.

I think what is important is that we
not allow that to happen for the sake
of the institution of the House of Rep-
resentatives. But also section 19 would
solve a problem that again has just re-
cently reoccurred in California. I have
a letter from Governor Deukmejian
who lays out the fact that he says he
must note in the Interior’s recent deci-
sion to go forward with the call for in-
formation on lease sale 91 off of
northern California, and its an-
nounced intent to go forward with the

- call for a southern California sale, “ex-
hibits a serlous disregard for the proc-
ess as established by the OCS Lands
Act as amended. The Attorney Gener-
al of California and I have notified
Secretary Hodel that we intend to
take whatever legal actions necessary
to ensure that the process is properly
followed.”

As a result of not having a strong
section 19, once again we see coastal
Btates going into court seeking to have
their rights enforced, delaying the op-
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eration of the OCS Lands Act to the
detriment of the_orderly development
of our offshoreé resources.

I would hope that we would support
the motion to table and send this back
to the Senate so the agreement that
was concurred in by all members of
the conference committee be ' con-
curred in by this House and with the
passage of the Reconcillation Act.

0 1410

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. PANETTA]

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) e

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, having
worked on reconcilfation the last 5 or
6 years, there are two very important
lessons that this body must keep in
mind when we talk about reconcilia-
tion. One 18 truly savings, how much
savings are being achieved?

The second #-do we protect the posi-
tion of the House in the conference,
because if we are going to have any le-
verage In dealing with reconciliation,
we simply have to stand by the posi-
tion of the conferees.

On savings, it is clear that $18.6 bil-
lion s saved under either version.
There are - equivalent savings here,
whether we accept the position of the
House initially or the position that
has been referred back to us from the
other body.

The second issue, however, is the
one that needs to be focused on. Do we
in fact protect the position of the
House In the conference? We voted
this issue to the other body by a vote
of 314 to 86, after careful negotiations.
Now what we are dealing with is not a
deal in which both Houses sat down
and worked out their differences with
the President, what we have here is a
situation In which the other body with
OMB worked out their own deal and
now they are saying, “Let's all bend
over in order to allgw this to pass
through.” '

You cannot deal with reconciliation
that way. What happens? Look at
what happens. The chairman of the
Finance Committee sticks in a special
provision that applies to one State
only, and it costs $25 million. That is
what happens.

Second, negotiations carefully
worked out on the OCS issue, on the
Buy America issue, thrown out the
window because of this kind of a deal.

80 I urge the House to look at the
real lessons of reconciliation; first, sav-
ings; but second, let us protect the po-
sitlon of the conferees in the House if
we really want to protect the reconcili-
ation process,

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr, Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. PeTRI].

(Mr. PETRI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
?i:{h and to include extraneous mate-

) - -

SE H 1225

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, included in
this reconciliation package before us is
g provision to increase by 10 percent
the tax on coal in an effort to solve
the deficit problem of the black lung
trust fund.

Let me remind you that the intent
of Congress {n establishing a coal tax
and creating the black lung trust fund
was to remove from the Federal Gov-
ernment the responsibility of paying
black lung benefits and place that re-
gponsibility on the coal industry. This
effort to shift the burden to the coal
industry was first started in 1978, and
as hard as we have tried, we are still
unsuccessful,

The reason for our lack of success
has been inaccurate calculations re-
garding the number of beneficiaries,
interest rates, and the tons of coal
mined.

All these miscalculations have re-
sulted in a current accumulated trust
fund debt of $2.8 billion. The trust
fund has had to borrow this money
from the Treasury because the fund’s
income has never been adequate to
meet its expenditures.

The black Iung provisions included
in H.R. 3128 consist of: First, a 10-per-
cent Increase In the current tax on
coal production; second, a forgiveness
to the coal industry of the interest
that would otherwise accumulate on
the outstanding debt over the next 5
years;, and third, a decrease in tax at
the beginning of 1996 to the rates that
were In effect prior to the last set of
rate increases in 1981.

Proponents of this provision.have
stated that this increase is great
enough for the fund to reach solvency
by the year 1997 and for the debt to be
retired by 2007. However, the Labor
Department’s estimates, with which I
concur, indicate that under this pro-
posal before us today the deficit of the
trust fund will be $12 billion by the
year 2010 and the trust fund will never
reach solvency. It {8 my understanding
that the CBO estimates do not contra-
dict the Department’'s estimates. :

I would urge that my colleagues
follow the advice of the Labor Depart-
ment In considering what must be
done 8o that the trust fund can
achieve solvency.

Mr. Speaker, the letter from the
Honorable Bill Breock on this issue fol-
lows:

U.8. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, DC, March 17, 1986.

Hon. Dax ROSTENKOWSKI,

Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
U.S. House of Representatives, Washing-
ton, DC.

Dear Dax: I am writing you to correct a
misimpression apparently held by some
members concerning the effect on the sol-
vency of the Black Lung Trust Fund of pro-
visions {n the pending reconciliation bill.

The Administration has agreed to the
changes to the Black Lung program incor-
porated in the current bill as part of an
overall reconciliation package. Nevertheless,
the changes will not eliminate the solvency
problems of the Black Lung Trust Fund.
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The Trust Fund has a current accumulat-
ed debt of $2.8 billion. This money is owed
to the United States, which has loaned It to
the Trust Fund at standard Treasury inter-
est rates. The loans were necessary because
the Fund's income, which comes from anas-
sessment on coal production, has never been

adequate to meet its outlays, despite the-

intent of Congress that mine operators as a
group pay for all Fund expenditures.

The black lung provisions in the most cur-
rent version of the reconciliation leglaslation
consist of three parta: (1) a 10% Increase in
the current assessment on coal production;
(2) a decrease in those assessments at the
beginning of 1906 to the rates that were in
effect prior to the last set of rate hikes in
1981; and (3) a forgiveness to the coal indus-
try of the new interest that would otherwise
sccumulate on their outstanding debt over
the next five years.

, The proponents of these provisions have
stated that such legisiation will eliminate
the industry's debt to the Treasury. They
are wrong. Adoption of these proposals will
not hait the continued accumulation of new
debt, let alone repay the outstanding debt
existing already. As indicated on the at-
tached chart, the Department af Labor estl-
mates that the Trust Fund deficit will
exceed $12 billton by the year 2010 under
this approach. It is important to note that
nothing in the budget estimates on this pro-
posal developed by tbhe Congressional
Budget Office, which refer only to the
impaet an the overall Federal deficit for the
m five years, contradicts this unpleasant

ty.

We wizh to note again that the Adminis-
tration proposed w legislative eolution which
would have halted the continued accumula-
tion of new debt by the Trust Fund and re-
stored the Pund to full solvency. That ap-
proach called for phased increases in the as-
sesgment on coal produetion.

I would appreciate it if you would include
this letter in the record when the House
votes to concur in the Senate amendments
to the reconciliation bill.

The Office of Management and Budget
advises that there is no objection to the sub-
mission of this letter from the standpoint of
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Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, 1 yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Ohio [Ms.
Oaxaxl,

Ms. OAKAR. Mr. Speaker. I thank
the chairman for ylelding.

Let me call attention to sectlon 152-
02. This is another reason I think to
reject the motion to eoncur. It has to
do with something that may not seem
extraordinarily fmportant, but it
means a lot to the people who partici-
pate in Government health plans. As
we know, there are 101 different plans.

What we propose to do is lift the cap
50 that we can make these plans more
compeiitive. The theory of lifting the
cap, which is not an official eap, would
be that employees then participate in
lower cost programs and the Govern-
ment contribution would then go
down.,

We know that in the past the admin-
istration and OPM have agreed to this,
80 we do not understand the rationale
of having the Senate reject it.

Now, I hope that once in awhile we
can give a8 break to Government em-
ployees. 1 mean, it i3 not about time
that we try to do something that
would lower the out-of-pocket ex-
penses they have? After all, we have
agreed for the second consecutive year
not to give them any raise, We are
RIFing people, cutting back and so on.
Why do we not do what is prudent, ex-
pedient and expeditious, and release
this artificial cap so that we can glve
employees the opportunity to go Into
lower cost programs? By doing that,
the QGovernment contribution goes
down as-well. It just does not make a
lot of sense not to do that.

I hope that we will reject the motion
to concur and protect the integrity of
the House.

This is really a battle I think more
between the House and OMB. Now, if
you think that OMB is a legislative
branch, fine; then why do we not just
roll over an play dead and not do any-
thing to legislate intelligently.

I think we should not give OMB veto
power. They are not a branch of the
Government and we really ought to
protect our conferees on both sides of
the aisle. That is what this debate is
all about.

I hope we concur with the budget of
the distinguished committee chalir-

man.
Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.

" Speaker, 1 yield 2 minutes to the dis-

tinguished gentleman from California
[Mr. Boscol.

Mr. BOSCO. Mr. Speaker, I believe
the issue before us right now is not
whether there should be policy consid-
erations in the reconciliation bill. All
of us know there are dogens of them,
but the issue is, will there be any in-
tegrity to the process by which we
make these decisions? Thousands of
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hours have been spent on this bill. I
have spent many hundreds myself.
Over 80 conference committees have
met to iron out the provisions of this
bill and yet at the last minute a small
handful of people from the other body
meeting with those from OMB decided
that they eould discard most of this
and throw it in the trash can.

A good example {8 what happened to
the provision that will provide thou-
sands of jobs for American steelwork-
ers and Americans who work on off-
shore-oil platforms. This is property
that is owned by the people of the
United States, our offshore oil re--
sources. Only American ofl companies
can bid on that oil, only American
labor can work on those rigs. Only
American vessels can carry the oilL
The oil may only be sgld in America;
yet for the most part the oll compa-
nies in the biggest job producing sec-
tion of their business have taken thou-
sands and thousands of jobs overseas
in building these enormous offshore
oll rigs. Out of the last 13 contracts
for building these rigs, 12 have gone to
Korea and Japan.

The provisions that would prevent
that from happening in the reconcilia-
tion bill passed the House and the
Senate twice. They paased the confer-
ence committee. They had support
from both Republicans and Demo-
crats, and yet at the last minute were
taken out of the bill.

On behalf of the thousands of
people who will get work in the future
from these provisions, I ask that we go
back once more to the bargaining
table. I think we are near the end of
the line on this bill and I think we can
get the Sensate to concur with us.

I do not think any of us want to go
home and say that we voted against
American workers, that we voted
against American jobs, that we voted
to allow the extraction of publicly
owned resources, that work not go to
Americans, but go to Korea.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Forpl, & member of the Ways
and Means Committee.

(Mr. FORD of Tennessee asked and
was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. FORD of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I do not know how many times the
House can be expected to negotiate
the provisions of this legislation. 1
would like to remind my colleagues
that the Senate passed the original
conference report on HR. 3128 twice.
Two weeks ago, in & good-falth effort
to get a bill enacted, the House Mem-
bers took the unusual step of giving up
important provialons that had been
agreed upon by the conferees on this
conference. We gave the Senate and
the White House another bite at this
apple.

The House amendment was passed
by a vote of 314 to 86.
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Now the Senate wants the House to
give them even more. The Senate
amendment deletes the provision that
mandates the AFDC unemployed
parent program. In half the States, a
father must leave the home in order
for his family to receive AFDC bene-
fits. This misguided policy encourages
family breakup.

In the conference agreement, we
abolished this antifamily policy by
mandating that all States provide as-
sistance to two-parent needy families.

In the State of the Union Message in
February, our President talked about
the profamily provision in the study
by the Domestic Policy Councll, which
will be headed up” by the Attorney

General, Ed Meese. He called upon -

welfare reform to strengthen the pro-
. family. The AFDC-UP, unemployed
parent, provision within the confer-
ence that the House reported out, and
we have voted upon twice in this
House, send very clear signals to this
administration that the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Ways and Means
Committce responded to his profamily
provision by saying that there are
more than 26 States today that have
not opted out for the father to live in
the household.

We know that, of all the AFDC re-
cipients, 50 percent or more come off
the rolls within a 2-year period. We
have geen just in the month of Febru-
ary that unemployment has jumped
again beyond the 7 percentage points.
If we want to respond to the family
unit and the family structure of this
Nation, then I say let Reagan be
Reagan today and let us go on record
in supporting the AFDC-unemployed-
parent provision within this reconcilia-
tion package.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Huck-
ABY].

Mr. HUCKABY. Mr. Spesker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, there are clearly four
issues before the House today. As was
just mentioned, the AFDC problem,
and prior to that the Buy American
problem which i8 so important for
American jobs and the American steel
industry as such.

The third problém is should our
Governors have a voice, not veto
power, but a voice, a say, some input
into offshore oil and gas drilling.

The fourth is the HE oil and gas set-
tlement to the coastal States.

The Senate just significantly
changed the proposal on the HE ofl
and gas settlement, meaning some 20
percent less to the States.

I suggest this is not fair. We had al-
ready at the beginning of this year
agreed to glve up the right to pre-1978
claims, a major concession as such.

I would suggest to my colleagues
that the HE is not the overwhelming,
overdriving issue here as such. I would
urge my colleagues to stay with the
House position.
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Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from New Hampshire [Mr. GrReEGG].

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, 1 thank
the gentlewoman from Illinois.

Mr. Speaker, I am finding this whole
process of the reconciliation bill to be
one that is genuinely discouraging. It
seems to me that westart out with a
goal which has been obscured by what
1s now a turf battle between the House
and the Senate and by what has
become essentially a process which re-
minds me-greatly of a minicontinuing
resolution where everyone tries to get
their program into a bill because they
suspect that ths pill is going to pass.
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What we have here is not a piece of
legislation which is directed at the
original intent of the Budget Act or of
this Congress, which was to reduce
spending, and I will remind my col-
leagues that ori we were to
reduce spending, or “at least reduce
this deficit, by approximately $60 bil-
lion.

What we have here today is a bill
which is the product of what appears
to be a backward potato race where
people are bumbling all over each
other in fights.gver turf and in fights
over whose program is going to be
saved where, and what new program
which could not get through this
House on its own merit is going to be
added to this bill which appears to be
on its way to passage in some form.

Clearly, our goals a8 & Congress
should be to try to: mplish some-
thing on the deficit. Qur goal should
be to subscribe to what was the origi-
nal purpose of the reconciliation bill,
which was to reduce the deficit by ap-
proximately $60 billion.

We now have before us a bill which
neither the Senate nor the House has
produced which comes anywhere close
to that, but at: lJeast the Senate bill
makes a genuine attempt at increasing
the reduction as versus a genuine at-
tempt at reducing the reduction.

I would also note, as an aside, that it
is inconceivable to me that on the
House side we are going to produce a
bill and claim it to be a spending re-
duction bill when 50 percent of that
reduction involves increasing revenues.
That is not reduction. The American
people do not consider that to be a re-
duction, and I do not think this House
should—vote for a reduction which is
actually a revenue raiser.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I would inquire of the gentle-
woman from Ilinois how many speak-
ers the gentlewoman has remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under
the rules, the gentlewoman from Ili-
nois {Mrs. MARTIN] is entitled to close
the debate.

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. I will be
closing, Mr, Speaker. That will be the
last speaker, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, if the gentlewoman is going
to close, we have one more speaker
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and then I will close for this side, snd
we can agree to yleld back the balance
of the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore The
gentlewoman from Ilinois [Mrs.
MARTIN] reserves the balance of her
time.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from the State of Washington
{Mr. Lowry], a member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget.

(Mr. LOWRY of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LOWRY of Washington. I thank
the gentleman for yielding this time to
me.

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be re-
dundant on important comments made
by the previous speskers. I rise to
oppose the motion to concur. for the
reasons that were stated.

1 especially want to complement our
colleague, the gentleman from Louisi-
ana [(Mr. Huckasy], who just spoke in
the well previous to me on the impor-

-tant compromise that was worked out

on the Quter Continental Shelf reve-
nues, & compromise to protect the
rights of the States and Governors,
that protected the environment, and
gave a fair distribution of the revenues
Involved. The gentleman from Loulsi-
ana stated that well.

The Senate took that compromise
that was worked out within the House
and then worked out with the Senate,
in which we concurred with the
Senate and which then OMB comes up
and cancels the compromise that was
worked out in the normal process.
This is & question of who makes deci-
sions on this Hill, and it is very impor-
tant that we do not concur with the
motion that is before us, and that we
table that motion and send our bill,
which is a good bill, back to the
Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the motion to -
concur in the Senate version of the
conference report on the omnibus
budget - reconciliation bill for several
reasons, but I will limit my remarks to
the amendment to section 19 of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act.
This amendment is in the original con-
ference bill that was agreed to by the
conferees, and that has already been
approved by both bodies at least once.
The latest Senate version comes back
to the House minus the section 19
amendment.

The effect of this amendment is
simply stated. In conducting lease
sales or approving oll and gas explora-
tion or development plans, the Secre-
tary of the Interior must “equally
weigh” the need for oil and gas togeth-
er with the need to protect other re-
sources, including living marine re-
gources. The decision is the Secre-
tary’s not the Governors of coast
States, and there is no veto given to
the Governor over the Secretary’s de-
cisions. All the amendment does is to
require that the Secretary weigh the
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need to protect fisheries, marine wild-
life and Stafe coastal resources on the
same scale as he weighs the need to
produce oil and gas. With this amend-
ment the Secretary cannot unfairly tip
the balance in favor of oil and gas.

This is not a veto as some have said.
I fail to understand why Interior is so
opposed to this amendment. Is it Inte-
rior's argument that unless oil and gas
has a priority over all other resources
and uses of thé ocean, that Interior
can never justify a lease sale or deval-
opment plan? That {s an outrageous
argument, but it is certainly the only
argument Interior makes.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Spesaker, this issue that we face
this afternoon i8 not simply the issue
of deficit reduction, for I have stood
on this floor on many occasions and
argued for the quick passage of the
reconclliation bill, and I have done so
feeling that w8 we delayed, there
would be the loss of revenue and defi-
cit reduction, but I have done so believ-
ing that we have operated in good
faith, -

The issue today #8 whether or not
that good faith has continued. 1
submit to my colleagues that it has
not primarily because what has hap-
pened is that the agreements reached
in conference have been unilaterally
changed by the other body and there
have been provisions that have been
added and sent back to us without an
opportunity for this House to go to
conference, discuss those changes.

Clearly, when one. looks at those
changes, one sees that we have tried in
this body to compromise, going back
a8 long as last year, in December, be-
ginning on December 19 when we
brought forth a conference agreement,
and then going and meeting with the
leadership, the White House and then
meeting with leaders of the other
body, and then working out several

- different arrangements. But each time
that we came up with an arrangement
of compromise and agreement, some-
one who was not at the table said,
“No, I do not like it.” It was always
the White House.

Simply, we cannot operate that way,
and today what we have before us is a
piece of legislation that has significant
changes that I do not believe this body
wants to implement.

We have talked a lot about family
values, and as the gentleman from
Tennessee pointed out, if we are talk-
ing about strengthening the families,
why, then will we not take the House
position with regard to AFDC, which
will provide a strengthening of the
families. Why, then, are we closing the
door on Federal employees once again
and taking another whack out of
.them? Why, then, are we saying to 49
States, “Your medical systems are
going to be reimbursed one way, but
one State is going to have a different
system’'?
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I do not believe that is what .the
House wants. I think that is why the
House voted overwhelmingly last week
to take the position, reaffirmed the
same position that it held in Decem-
ber, and I simply say to all of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle, yes,
I want to see apeedy deficit reduction,
but I want it in good faith. I want it
done with agreement between the two
bodies, and I do not belileve it is In
good falth when the White House
comes Iin after we reach an agreement
and says, “No, we do not like this,”
and so it unravels again.

I say to my colleagues, if we want an
equitable settiement, if we want a
compromise that represents us all,
then I would urge my colleagues to
vote against the motion to concur. I
would urge Members to say no. I
would urge Members to say to the
other body that this is not the way
that we should act as legislators. One
should act # good faith, and certainly
we should not slip into bills those
items that would protect 1 State and
throw out the other 49.

I say to those colleagues who are
thinking about voting because they
want deficit reduction, and because
there is one item here of importance
to them, think before you vote. Will
your hospitals, will your health-care
systems, will they support a vote that
discriminates against them simply be-
cause of one 8tate? I do not think so,
and particularly when we have not
had an opporsmunity to conference on
it, to discuss #&, to perhaps work out
any agreements,

S0, therefore, I urge all of my col-
leagues, in the same bipartisan way
that we did last week, to say no to the
motien to concur.

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, in gen-
eral, is accurate, but he is slightly in
error. This is a reconciliation bill, and
1t is about deficit reduction.

Before we get ‘to that deficit reduc-
tion, perchance we could talk about
the two other issues that seem to be
the only ones dominating the debate.
One is the fact that one State gets
treated differently than another, and
the problem there is that we are all
green with envy that we did not get in
for our States.

Anybody here who has never gone
home and chortled in a press release
about how they put something over
and how they got something for their
district or their State that nobody else
got, then you are the one person who
can be offended because somebody
else In the other body did something. I
suggest that any time anyone has said
that they got a housing project or
some road money or that they have
had a change, yes, in hospital reim-
bursements, or in a farm bill or in a
defense contract, can hardly now
claim to be virginal. They have al-
ready, too often, been back and forth
to Reno, for heaven’s sake.
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The second argument involves one of
institutional honesty. Whenever the
majority party starts talking about in-
stitutions, I start getting worried but a
little optimistic that the minority may
be close to winning something. That is
usually the last argument, that we
have to do it for the House.

Let us take apart the arguments.
Some people have complained that
they have not been consulted. Good
grief, I am handling the bill and I was
not consulted. 80 what? An agreement
has been reached. We can get a signa-
ture. And now we get to what the bill
is really about: We ean save some
money. It {8 not a perfect bill. It {8 not
& bill any of us would put on our cam-
paign documents and say, “Here it is,
the most wonderful thing ever
passed,” but it is $26 billion that we
will not get.

We have been throwing this basket-
ball back and forth, back and forth.
Double overtime'is over. Here it is.
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For those of you who are concerned
about the tobacco function, it is al-
ready here, and yes, it is retroactive,
no promise later on we will take care
of it. It is already in the Senate bill.

The problem is that lots of people
want to talk about deficit reduction,
but I think there are some people here
that actually do not want to do it, that
anytime you get near to really starting
to squeeze, they immediately say there
1s something wrong with the bill.

There are going to be a complicated
series of votes, Nothing is ever simple.
I have a motion to concur; the gentle-
man will have a motion to table.

If you belleve that -there should be
no deficit reduction, vote with the gen-
tleman. If you believe that you are
purer than driven snow and that every
Member, 435, must be consulted, then
you should vote to not concur. If you
do not believe that the President has
to sign a bill and, therefore, has to be
a part of the argument, then vote with
the gentleman.

Last night'I had the joy of watching
two Irishmen work together a crowd,
one from my party, one from yours. 1
would suggest we try what they talked
about last night, bipartisanship, and
indeed work across the Rotunda. 1
would ask the Members regardless of
party, regardless of region, to look at -
what really exists in this bill, to save
$28 billion, to not give lie to the idea
that we do want to save some money,
and to vote to concur with our col-
leagues on the other side of the rotun-
da, to vote to concur across party lines
and to get on with this year’'s budget
since we only have 2 weeks before we
are supposed to be finished with it.

This is a last-minute thing. It shquld
have been handled long ago. Its time is
over and our time is now.

Please vote to concur and no to
table. ’

I yield back the balance of my time.
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MOTIONR TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR, GRAY OF
PENNSYLVANIA

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I offer a motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania moves to table
the motion to cencur.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[(Mr. Grayl to table the motion to
concur offered by the gentlewoman
from Illinois [Mrs. MARTIN].

. The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I object to the vote on the ground
that a quorum is not present and
make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify
absent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—yeas 217, nays
192, not voting 25, as follows:

[Roil No. 551

YEAS—-217
Ackerman Early MacKay
Akaka Fckart (OH) Manton
Alexander Edwards (CA) Markey
Anderson English Martineg
Andrews Evans (IL) Matsul
Anthony Fascell Mavroules
Applegate Fazio Mazzxoli
Aspin Feighan McCloskey
Atkins Flippo McCurdy
AuCoin Florio McHugh
Barnard Foglietta Mica
Barnes Foley Mikulski
Bates Ford (MI) Miller (CA)
Bedell Ford (TN) Mineta
Beilenxon Mitchell
Bennett Frost Moakley
Berman Fuqua Moliohan
Bevill QGarcla Moody
Blaggi Gaydos Morrison (CT)
Boggs Gejdenson Mrazek
Boland Gibbona Murphy
Boner (TN) Glickman Murtha
Bonlor (MI) Gonsaleg Neal
Bonker Gordon Nelson
Borski QGray (IL) Nichols
Bosco Gray (PA) Nowak
Boucher Guarini Oakar
Boxer Hall (OH) Oberstar*
Brgaux Hamiiton Obey
Brown (CA) Hawking Olin
Bruce Hefner Ortiz
Bryant Heftel Owens
Burton (CA) Hertel Panetta
Bustamante Howard Penny
Byron Hoyer Pepper
Carper Huckaby Pickle
Carr Hughes Price
Chapman Hutto Rahall
Chappell Jacobs Range)
Coelho Jones (OK) Ray
Coleman (TX) Jones (TN) Reid
Conyers Kanjorsii Richardson
Cooper Kaptur Robinson
Coyne Kaatenmeler Rodino
Crockett Kennelly Roe
Daschie Kildee Roemer
de Ia Garea Kleczka
Dellums Kolter Roybal
Derrick Kostmayer Russo
Dicks Kramer Sabo
Dingell LaFalce 8Scheuer
Dixon Lantoa Schroeder
Donnelly Lehman (FL) Schumer
Dorgan (ND) Leland Sefberling
Dowdy Levin (MI) 8harp
Downey Levine (CA) Shelby
Durbin Long Sikorsid
Dwyer Lowry (WA) Sisisky
Dymally Luken Bkelton
Dyson Lundine Slattery
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Smith (FL) Torres Weiss
Smith (IA) Torricelll Wheat
Solarz Towns Whitley
Spratt Traficant Willlams
8t Germain Udall Wirth
Staggers Valentine Wise
Stallings Vento Wolpe
Stark Visclosky Wright
Stokes Volkmer Yates
Stratton Walgren Yatron
Studds Watking Young (MO}
Swift ‘Waxman
Tauzin Weaver
NAYS-—102

Archer Hall, Ralph Paghayan
Armey Hammerschmidt Pease

Hansen Perkins
Bartlett HMartnett Petri
Barton Hatehor Pursell
, Bateman Handion Quillen
Bentley Henry Regula
Bereuter Hiler Ridge

Hillis Rinaldo
Bliley Hopkins Ritter
Boehlert ' Horton _ Roberts
Boulter Hubbard Rogers
Brooks Huater Roth
Broomfleld * Hyde Roukema
Brown (CO) Ireland Rowland (CT)
Broyhill Jeffords Rowland (GA)
Burton (IN) Jenkins Rudd

Johnson Baxton
Carney Jones (NC) Schaefer
Chandler Kasich Schneider
Chappie Kemp Schuette
Cheney Kolbe 8chulze
Clinger [} Sensenbrenner
Coats Leach JA) Shaw
Cobey Leath (TX) Shumway
Coble - Lent Shuster
Coleman (MO) * Lewis (CA) 8iljander
Com| Lawyis (FL) 8keen
Conte Lightfoot Slaughter
Coughlin Livingston 8mith (NE)
Courter Lloyd 8mith (NJ)
Cralg Loeffler Smith, Robert
Crane Lott (NH)
Daniel Lowery (CA) 8mith, Robert
Dannemeyer Lujan (OR)
Darden . Lungren Snowe
Daub Mack 8nyder
Davis Marlenee Solomon
Delay Martin (IL) Spence
DeWine Martin (NY) Stangeland
Dickinson McCain 8tenholm
DioGuardi McC Btrang
Dornan (CA) McCollum Stump
Dreler McDade 8undquist

McEwen B8weeney
Eckert (NY) McGrath Swindall
Edwards (OK) McKernan Tauke
Emerson McKinney Taylor
Erdreich McMillan Thomas (CA)
Evans (1A) Meyers Thomas (GA)
Pawell Michel Traxler
Fledler Miller (OH) Vander Jagt
Flelds Miller (WA) Vucanovich
Pish Molinari Walker
Franklin Monson Weber
Frenzel Montgomery ‘Whitehurst
Gallo Moore Whittaker
Gekas Moorhead Whitten
Gilman Morrison (WA) Wolf
Qingrich Myers Wortley

Natcher Wyden
Gradison Nielson Wrylle
Green O’Brien Young (AK)
Gregg Packard Young (FL)
Gunderson Parris

NOT VOTING—26
Addabbo Hayes Rostenkowaki
Annunzio Holt Bavage
Campbell _ Kindness Smith, Denny
Clay Latta (OR)
Collins Lehman (CA)  Synar
Edgar inski Tallon
Fowler Wilson
Gephardt Oxley Zschau
Grotberg Porter
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Mrs. BENTLEY and Messrs.

ARMEY, GREEN, HORTON,
CONTE, . GILMAN, and PETRI
cha.nged their votes from ‘“yea”™ to

“nay.”
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Mr. HEFNER and Mr. VALENTINE
changed their votes from “nay" to
llyea "

S0 the motion t,o table waa ngreed
to.

The result of the vote was an-
nounced as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

' MOTION OFFERED BY MR. GRAY OF

PENNSYLVANIA

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.

Speaker, I offer a motion.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state it.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia has offered a motion to disagree.
My parliamentary inquiry is, would a
motion to disagree to the last amend-

. ment of the Senate and request a con-

ference thereon be &a preferential
motion to the motion to disagree, that
is, more preferential?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would advise the gentleman in
the affirmative, that is correct.

Mr. LOTT. Then Mr. Speaker, I
have a privileged resolution which I
gend to the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the
gentleman will hold, the Clerk will
first report the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

The Clerk read as follows:

Motion offered by Mr. GRAY of Pennsylva-
nia: Mr. Gray of Pennsylvania moves to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill HR.
3128 with the Senate amendment to the
House amendment to the Senate amend--
ment to the House amendment to the
Senate amendment thereto and to disagree
to the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would advise the Members that
this is a very important matter. It is a
very detailed parlinmentary situation,
and I am sure the Members would like
to know what they are going to be
voting on.

PARLIANENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. GRAY 0of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Speaker, I have a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state it.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, which motion was read, was
it my motion or that of the gentleman
from Mississippi?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk has just read the motion of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The Clerk will now report the pref-
erential motion of the gentleman from
Mississippi.

PREFERENTIAL MOTION OFFERED BY ME. LOTT

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1 offer a
preferential motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Preferential motion offered by Mr. LorT:
Mr. Lorr moves to disagree to the last
amendment of the Senate and request a
conference thereon.
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Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I move to table the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would ask which motion, the
motion of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. LoTT]?

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Yes,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I move to table the
motion of the gentleman from Missis-
sippt [Mr. Lorr).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. GraY] to table the motion of-
fered by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. LoTT].

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have a
barliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state it.

Mr. LOTT. As the Chair has stated,
this is a complicated parliamentary
process we have here.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to make
sure that Members understand what
they are about to vote on and that I
understand what we are about to vote
on.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Gray] made a motion to disagree to
the Senate amendment. The gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. LoTT] made
a motion to- instruct—excuse the
Chair—to disagree to the S8enate
amendment and to go to conference.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania
now has moved to lay that on the
table.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I believe
the motion we offered was not to in-
struct conferees. The motion that was
offered was to request a further con-
ference with the Senate on the bill,
H.R. 3128.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman is correct.

Mr. LOTT. 80 that we do not send
this off into some dark hole, but so
that we could have a conference to try
to further work out the difficulties,

So my parliamentary inquiry is this:
Is the vote at this time then on the
motion to table the motion for a con-
ference on this most important recon-
clliation bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman is correct.

Mr. LOTT. So if you vote for the
motion to table you are saying you do
not even want to go to conference, is
that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

regular order is that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania has made a motion
to lay on the table the motion of the
gentleman from Mississippi, and the
question occurs on the motion of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.
PARLTAMENTARY INQUIRY
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I have a parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The
gentlewoman from Illinois will state it.
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I am sure it was the noise of the

body, but I did not hear the answer to
the question that was posed by the Re-
publican whip.

The question I believe was: When we
vote on the motion to table going to
conference a “yes” vote to table would
mean you did not wish to go to confer-
ence on this important item, is that
correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At this
stage that would be an accurate state-
ment.

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. I thank
the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to table of-
fered by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [(Mr. GRAY].

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE .

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—ayes 223, noes
186, not voting 25, as follows:

{Roll No. 56)
AYES-—223 )
Ackerman Barly Lyken
Akaka Eckart (OH) . Lundine
Alexander Edwards (CA) MacKay
Anderson Erdrefch Manton
Andrews Evans (IL) Markey
Anthony Fascell Martinez
Applegate Farlo Matsul
Aspin Feighan Mavroules
Atkins Flippo Mazzoll
AuCoin Florio McCloskey
Barnes Poglietta McCurdy
Bates Foley McHugh
Bedell Ford (MI) Mica
Beilenson Ford (TN) Mikulskl
Bennett Prank Miller (CA)
Berman ‘Frost Mineta
Bevill ‘Pagua Mitchell
Biaggl QGarcia Moakley
Caydos Mollohan
Boland Gejdenson oody
Boner (TN) Gibbong Morrison (CT)
Bonior (M) Glickman Mrazek
Bonker Gonzaleg Murphy
Borak{ Gordon Murths
Boaco Gray (I1L) Neal
Boucher Gray (PA) Neison
Boxer Guarini Nichols
Breaux Hall (OH) Nowak
Brooks Hall, Ralph Onkar
Brown (CA) Hamtlton Oberstar
ruce Hawkins Obey
t Hefner Olin
Burton (CA) Heftel Ortix
Bustamante Hertel Owens
Byron Howard Panetta
Carper Hoyer Pease
Carr Huckaby Penny
Chapman Hughes Pepper
Chappell Jacobs Plckle
Coclho Jenkina Price
Coleman (TX) Jones (NC) Rahall
Conyers Jones (OK) Rangel
Cooper Jones (TN) Ray
Coyne Kanjorski Reld
Crockett Kaptur Richardson
Daschle Kastenmeler Robinson
de la Garza Kennelly Raodino
Dellums Kildee Roe
Derrick Kleczka ‘Roemer
Dicks Kolter Rose
Dingell Kostmayer Roybal
Dixon LaFalce Ruzso
Donnelly Lantos Sabo
Dorgan (ND) Leath (TX) Scheuer
Dowdy Lehman (FL) Schroeder
Downe Leland Schumer
Durbin’ Levin (MD) Seiberling
Dwyer Levine (CA) Sharp
Dymally Long : 8helby
Dyson Lowry (WA) Sikorski
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Sislsky
8kelton
Blattery
8mith (FL)
8mith (1IA)
Solars
Bpratt

8t Germain

Fiedler
Flelds
Fish
Franklin
Frenzel
Gallo
Gekas
QGllman
Gingrich
Goodling
Qradison
Green

Addabbo
Annunzio
Campbell
Clay
Collins
Edgar
Fowler
Gephardt
Grotberg
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8wift Weaver
Tauzin Welss
Torres Wheat
Torricelll Whitley
Towns Whitten
Traficant Williams
Traxler Wirth
Udall Wise
Valentine Wolpe
Vento Wright
Visclosky Yates
Volkmer Yatron
Walgren Young (MO)
Watkins .
Waxman
NOES-—186

Gregy Packard
Gunderson Parris
Hammerschmidt Pashayan
Hansen Perkins
Hartnett Petrl
Hatcher Pursell
Hendon Quillen
Henry Regula
Hller Ridge
Hillis Rinsldo
Hopkins Ritter
Horton Roberta
Hubbard Rogers
Hunter Roth
Hutto Roukema
Hyde Rowland (CT)
Ireland Rowland (GA)
Jeffords Rudd
Johnson Saxton
Kasich fer
Kemp Schneider
Kolbe Schuette
Kramer 8chulze
Lagomarsino Bensenbrenner
Leach (IA) Shaw
Lent S8humway
Lewis (CA) Shuster
Lewls (FL) Siljander
Lightfoot Skeen
Livingston Slaughter
Lloyd 8mith (NE)
Loeffler Smith (NJ)
Lott Smith, Robert
Lowery (CA) (NH)
Lujan Bmith, Robert
Lungren (OR)
Mack 8nowe
Marlenee 8nyder
Martin (IL) Solomon
Martin (NY) Spence
McCain Btangeland
McCandless Strang
McCollum Stump
McDade Bundquist
McEwen Sweeney
McGrath Swindall
McEernan Tauke
McKinney Taylor
McMillan Thomas (CA)
Meyers Thomas (GA)
Michel Vander Jagt
Miller (OH) Vueanovich -
Miller (WA) Walker
Molinart Weber
Monson ‘Whitehurst
Montgomery ‘Whittaker
Moore Wolf
Moorhead Wortley
Morrison (WA) Wyden

. Myers Wrylle
Natcher Young (AK)
Nielson Young (FL)
O’Brien

NOT VOTING-—25
Hayes Rostenkowski
Holt vage
Kindness Smith, Deany
Latta (OR)
Lehman (CA) Synar
Lipinsk{ Tallon
Madigan Wilson
Oxley Zachau
Porter
0 1520

Mr. English changed his vote from
“B.ye” t.’o Hno."

So the motion to table was agreed
to.
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The resut of the vote was an-
nounced as apove recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the motion offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. GraY] to disagree to the Senate
amendment, : .

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Gray] will be recognised for 30
minutes and the gentlewoman from I1-
linofis [Mrs. MarTIN) Will be recognized
for 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gray].

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania, M.
Speaker, it is my understanding that
the minority side wishes to yiedd back
its time; and if that is the case, the
majority side will yield back its time
and, thus, move the previous gquestion.

Mrs. MARTIN of Ilinois. Mr. Speak-
:;.n:he minority side yields back its

The SPEAKER pro tempare. With-
out objection, the previous question is
ordered an the motion.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempare. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pemnsylvania
(Mr. Grayl

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by eleetronde
device, and there were—yeas 331, nays
76, not voting 27, as follows:

[Roll No. 571
YEAS—331

Ackerman Bruce Duncan
Akaks Bryant Durbin
Alexander Burton (CA) Dwyer
Anderson Bustamante Dymally
Andrews Byron Dyson
Anthony Callahan Early
Applegate Carper Bckart (OM)
Archer Carr Edwards (CA)
-‘Armey Chandler
Aspin Chapman Englieh
Atkins Chappell Erdreich
AuCoin Clinger Evans (1IA)
Barnard Coats Evans (IL)
Barnes Cebey Fascell
Barthett Coble Fazio

* Barten Coelbe Feighan
Bates Coleman (MO) Flelds
Bedell Colerman (TX) Pish
Bellenmon Combest PFlippo
Bennett Conte Florio
Bentley Conyers Foglietta
Bereuter Cooper Foley
Berman Couxter Ford (MD)
Bevill Coyne Ford (TM)
Biaggi Crane Fowler
Bliley Crockett Prank
Boehlert Deniel Frost,
Boggs Darden Fuqua
Boland Daschde Gallo
Boner (TN) Daub Garcia
Bonilor (MI) Devis
Bonker de ls Garza Gejdenson
Borszki Delluros Gibbons
Bosco Dicks Gliman
Boucher Dingell Gltckman
Boulter DdoGuardl Gonssles
Boxer Dimon Goedlimg
Breaux Donnelly Gordan
Brooks Dorgan (ND) Gray (IL)
Brown (CA) Dowdy Gray (PA)
Broyhill Downey reen

Guarinl
Hall (OH)

WcBugh
MekCornen
McKinngy

Moakley
Molinari
Mollchan
Montgomery
Moody

MMoore
Morrison (CT)
Morrison (WA)
Svenek

" Eerphy

Miurtha
Myers

§§§E§§§§§E§W§§§ﬁ§§§§§§§§§§§§i§
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Schneider
Schreader
Schuette
Schumer
Sedberiing

Sharp
_ Shelby

Sikorski
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NOT VOTING—21

' Addabbo Halt Savage
Annunzio Kindness Smith, Denny
Cdampbell Latta (OR)
Clay Lehmean ¢CA) Synar
Collins Lipinski Tallon
Derriek Madigan Walgren
Edgar McEwen ‘Wilson
Gephandt Oxley Zschau
Grotberg Porter
Hayes Rostenkowski

O 1535

Mr. WORTLEY and Mr. DELAY
changed their votes from “yea” to
umy'u .

Messrs. TORRES, BARTON of
Texas, SWEENEY, ARMEY, and Mrs.
JOHNSON and Mrx. SCHNEIDER
changed their votes from ‘“nay” to
‘lyw'!

So the motien was agreed to.

The result of the vote was an-
nounced a8 above recorded.

A motion to recansider was laid on
the table.

0 1545

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania. Mr.

'Spenker. I ask unanimous consent that

all Members may have B legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on the bill, H.R. 3128.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objectien to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?
There was no objection.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 4151, OMNIBUS
DIPLOMATIC SECURITY AND
ANTI-TERRORISM ACT

Mrsz BURTON of Califarnia. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Commit-
tee an Rulex, I call up House Resolu-
tion 402 ang ask for its immediate con-
stderation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. Res. 402

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may,
pursuant to clsuse 1(b) of rule XXIII, de-
clare the House vemolved into the Commit-
tee of the Wiwnle House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R.
4151) to provide far the security of United
States diplamatic personnel, facilities, and
operations, and far other purposes, and the
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. AM points of order against the consid-
eration of the bl for failure to eomply with
the peovisioms of sections %1l(a) and
401(bX1) of the Congressiomal Budget Act
of 1974, as amaended (Public Law 93-344, as
amended by Public Law 99-177), and with
the provisions of clsuse 2(1)(6) of rule XI,
are hereby waived. After general debate,
which shall be confined to the bill and to
the amendment made in order by this reso-
lution and which shall continue not to
exceed two hours, to be equally divided and
controlled by the chafrman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Cemmittee on For-
elgn Affairs, the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-rsinute rule. In
lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on Foreign Affairs now printed in the bill, it
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shall be in order to consider an amendment
in the nature of a substitute consisting of
the text of the bill H.R. 4418 as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under
the five-minute rule, sald substitute shall be
considered as having been read, and all
points of order against said substitute for
fallure to comply with the provisions of sec-
tion 303(a)) of the Congressional Budget
. Act of 1974, as amended, clause 7 of rule
XVI, and clause 5(a) of rule XXI, are
hereby walved. No amendment to the bill or
to said substitute shall be in order except
the following amendments printed {n the
Congressional Record of March 17 by, and if
offered by, the Member designated, and said
amendments shall not be subject to amend-
ment except pro forma amendments for the
purpose of debate: (1) the amendments by
Representative McCain of Arizona and all
points of order against the amendment
striking out and reinserting paragraph
5569(d)(2) of title § of the United States
Code as proposed by section 802(a) of the
substitute for failure to comply with the
provisions of section 303(a)(4) of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974 as amended
are hereby waived; and (2) the amendment
by Representative Walker of Pennsylvania.
At the conclusion of the consideration of
the bill for amendment, the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted, and any Member may demand a
separate vote In the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the
‘Whole to the bill or to the amendment in
the nature of a substitute made In order as
original text by this resolution. The previ-
ous question shall be considered as. ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
" passage without Intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentlewoman from California [Mrs.
BurToN] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mrs. BURTON of California. Mr.
Speaker, for the purposes of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Mississippi
{Mr. Lotrl], pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mrs. BURTON of California asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.) -

Mrs. BURTON of Californja. Mr.
Speaker, House Resolution 402 is a
modified closed rule providing for the
consideration of HR. 4151, the Omni-
bus Diplomatic Security and Anti-Ter-
rorism Act of 1986. This rule allows 2
hours of general debate, to be equally
divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

The rule makes in order an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute con-
sisting of the text of H.R. 4418, as the
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule. The
only amendments which may be of-
fered to the substitute are two by Rep-
resentative McCamn of Arizona and
one by Representative WaALREr of
Pennsylvania printed in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD of March 117.

Points of order are waived against
H.R. 4151 for failure to comply with
sections 311(a) and 401(bX1) of the
Congressional Budget Act. Section
311(a) provides that after Congress

has completed action on the concur-
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rent resolution on the budget, it shall
not be in order to consider legislation
which will cause the spending ceiling
in the budget resolution to be
breached. Since the spending ceiling
for fiscal year 1986 has already been
breached and the bill as introduced
would result in fiscal year 1986 spend-
ing, it violates section 311(a). Consid-
ering the emergency nature of H.R.
4151, it was the opinion of the Rules
Commlttee that this budget section
could be waived, inasmuch as the enor-
mity of the terrorist situation abroad
could not be fully calculated prior to
adoption of the fiscal year 1986
budget.

Section 401(b)(1) of the Congression-
al Budget Act prohibits consideration
of new entitlement authority effective
prior to October 1 of the year in which
it is reported. The Rules Committee
felt that the import objectives of H.R.
4151 would be needlessly postponed by
delaying the effective date of this leg-
islation until the start of the next
fiscal year.

Additionally, points ot order against
consideration of the bill for failure to
comply with clause 2(LX8) of rule XI
are walved. The 3-day layover require-
ment I8 walved to allow for immediate
consideration of this bill.

The rule also wadves section
303(a)(4) of the Budget Act against
the substitute. This provision prohib-
its the consideration of legislation pro-
viding new entitlement authority to
take effect in a fiscal year for which a
budget resolution has not yet been
adopted. Title 8 of the substitute cre-
atcs an entitlement to benefit victims
of terrorism estimated to cost $1.5 mil-
lion In fiscal year 1987. This section of

‘the Budget Act is also waived against

Representative McCan’'s amendment.
The Rules Committee has been ad-
vised that & majority of the members
on the Budget Committee has no ob-
Jection to these budget waivers.
Further, clause 6(a) of rule XXI,
which prohibits appropriations in a
legislative measure, 18 waived against
the substitute. The substitute made in
order by the rule would provide bene-
fits to American victims of terrorism
and would provide compensation for
members of the Accountablility Review
Board, who are not Federal employees,
for the time they serve on the Board.
The Review Board would be charged
with the responsibility of examining
cases involving terrorist attacks on
U.8. personnel or TU.S. (facilities

abroad.

Finally, clause 7 of rule XVI is
waived relating to non-germane
amendments. This waiver is necessary
since the substitute bill was much
broader in scope than H.R. 4151 as in-
troduced.

I should also add that the substitute
cures the breach of budget authority
in H.R. 4151 in the aforementioned
walver of section 311(a) of the Budget
Act. Under the rule, one motion to re-
commit, with or without instructions
is provided.
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H.R. 4418 addresses the serious prob-
lem of inadequate security precautions
at U.8. foreign facilities and for U.S.
citizens traveling overseas. The escala-
tion of terrorist activities abroad has
created an overwhelming need for this
protective measure. Necessary authori-
zations for this purpose are included
for fiscal years 1986-90, based on a
total estimate of $4.4 billion. .

These authorizations would fund
various activities to upgrade existing
U.8. facilities, to expand Coast Guard
duties in U.S. waterways and to create
a8 reward and Counter-Terrorism Pro-
tection Fund. Further, HR. 4418
speaks to the agonizing issue of the
victims of terrorism, including hos-
tages, so that certain compensations
are authorized for U.S. citizens and
thelr families.

H.R. 4418 also creates a Bureau of
Diplomatic Security under the juris-
diction of the State Department with
an adjunct Service whose Director is
to be chosen from the Senior Foreign
Service. The State Department is also
directed to collect and maintain infor-
mation on international terrorists and
to coordinate their efforts with those
of other government and foreign agen-
cies as part of a terrorist reward fund. .
Added precautions are also taken in
this legislation to minimize the threat
of nuclear terrorism.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LOTT asked and was given per-
misslon to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, House Res-
olution 402 provides for the consider-
ation of H.R. 4151, the Omnibus Dip-
lomatic Security and Anti-Terrorism
Act of 1986, subject to 2-hours of gen-
eral debate and a restrictive amend-
ment process. The rule makes in order
an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute which shall be the text of H.R.
4418 as introduced yesterday. That
substitute shail in turn be subject to
only three amendments, two by the
gentleman  from Arizona {Mr.
McCarnl, and one by the gentlensan
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaLKER],
both of which were printed in yester-
day’s CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, the rule contains a
number of waivers. Sections 311(a)
and 401(b)(1) of the Budget Act are
waived against the introduced bill.
Both of those were necessary because
the bill authorizes & new Assistant
Secretary of State to head the new
Bureau of Diplomatic Security.

Because the introduced bill would
have fixed the salary of the new As-
sistant Secretary at level IV of the Ex-
ecutive Schedule effective in this fiscal
year, that is considered an entitlement
prohibited under section 401(bX(1) of
the Budget -Act, and would also breach
the section 311(a) aggregate spending
celling for this year’'s budget. However,
the amendment in the nature of a sub-



